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New Case Filed - Other Claims Steve Verby 
Plaintiff: Pandrea, Mary Appearance Douglas S. Steve Verby 
Marfice 
Filing: A - All initial civil case filings of any type not Steve Verby 
listed in categories B-H, or the other A listings 
below Paid by: Ramsden & Lyons Receipt 
number: 0456705 Dated: 5/12/2011 Amount: 
$88.00 (Check) For: Pandrea, Mary (plaintiff) 





Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0456761 
Dated: 5/13/2011 Amount $16.00 (Check} 
Miscellaneous Payment For Comparing And Steve Verby 
Conforming A Prepared Record, Per Page Paid 
by: Ramsden & Lyons Receipt number: 0456994 
Dated: 5/19/2011 Amount: $2.00 (Check} 
Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
& Lyons Receipt number: 0456994 
Dated: 5/19/2011 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
Lis Pendens filed 
Motion To Disqualify 
Of 
Order to Disqualify Judge 
Change Assigned Judge 
Order of Reassignment 
Change Assigned Judge 






District Court Clerks 
John T Mitchell 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Benjamin R. Simpson 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Clark, Kari 
{defendant) Receipt number: 0458688 Dated: 
6/20/2011 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Clark, 
Kari ( defendant) 
Notice of Appearance 
Defendant: Clark, Kari Appearance Pro Se 
Motion To Disqualify Judge 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Notice of Intent to Take Default Benjamin R. Simpson 
File Out Of County - Judge Simpson Benjamin R. Simpson 
Answer to Complaint for Partition and Accounting Benjamin R. Simpson 
Exhibit A to Complaint filed - omitted from R. Simpson 
filina {} ~ 1 
Date: 11/ 
Time: 02:3 
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ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
User: HUMRICH 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
6/29/2011 ANSW PHILLIPS Answer to Complaint for Partition and Accounting Benjamin R. Simpson 
(filed by Shirley Bade for Defendant) - no Sub of 
Counsel filed 
7/5/2011 FIRT PHILLIPS File Returned Benjamin R. Simpson 
ORDR PHILLIPS Order to Disqualify Judge Benjamin R Simpson 
DISA PHILLIPS Disqualification Of Judge - Automatic Benjamin R Simpson 
CHJG PHILLIPS Change Assigned Judge District Court Clerks 
7/12/2011 ORDR PHILLIPS Order of Reassignment John T Mitchell 
CHJG PHILLIPS Change Assigned Judge John Patrick Luster 
7/20/2011 FIOC OPPELT File Out Of County - Judge Simpson John Patrick Luster 
8/31/2011 HRSC CMOORE Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference John Patrick Luster 
10/24/2011 03:00 PM) (to be heard in Kootenai 
County) 
CMOORE Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
9/7/2011 STIP MORELAND Stipulation for Filing of Amended Complaint (no John Patrick Luster 
order provided) 
9/19/2011 PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463161 Dated: 
9/19/2011 Amount: $2.00 (Check) 
9/21/2011 MISC PHILLIPS faxed proposed order and proposed amended John Patrick Luster 
complaint to Judge Simpson 
9/23/2011 ORDR PHILLIPS Order to Amend Complaint Benjamin R Simpson 
10/3/2011 AMCO PHILLIPS Amended Complaint Filed (nunc pro tune) John Patrick Luster 
10/6/2011 ORDR PHILLIPS Order to Amend Complaint (nunc pro tune) John Patrick Luster 
10/12/2011 ORDR HENDRICKSO Order to Amend Complaint John Patrick Luster 
10/13/2011 MISC HENDRICKSO Acknowledgment Pursuant to Rule 16(k}(7) !RCP John Patrick Luster 
Regarding Case Status/ Mediation 
10/19/2011 FIOC HENDRICKSO File Out Of County John Patrick Luster 
ANSW HENDRICKSO Answer to Amended Complaint for Partition and John Patrick Luster 
Accounting and 
CNTR HENDRICKSO Counterclaim John Patrick Luster 
10/24/2011 CTLG OPPELT Court Log- From Kootenai County John Patrick Luster 
DCHH OPPELT Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 10/24/2011 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Anne MacManus Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: (to be heard in Kootenai County) -
Less Than 100 Pages 
10/27/2011 FIRT OPPELT File Returned John Patrick Luster 
1 HRSC OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial - 2 Days John Patrick Luster 
05/30/2012 09:00 ft8 
)ate: 11/1 
rime: 02: 
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-uu'UVIJJ,J Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 





Notice Of Trial (Uniform Pretrial Order Attached) John Patrick Luster 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0465379 Dated: 
11/8/2011 Amount: $8.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Defendat/Counterclaimant's Requests For 
Admissions, Answers to Interrogatories, and 
Production of Documents to Plaintiff/Counter 
Defendant MAry E. Pandrea, Set One 
HENDRICKSO Reply to Counterclaim 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Defendant/Counterclaimant's Notice of Service of John Patrick Luster 
Request For Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents, 
Set one Upon Plaintiff/Counterdefendant Mar E 
Pandrea 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Service John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Service of Discovery Responses 
HENDR!CKSO Notice of Service of Discovery Requests 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Compliance -
T. Smet 
OPPELT Notice of Compliance 
witnesses) 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
OPPELT Notice Of Service of Defendant/Counterclaimants' John Patrick Luster 
Response to Plaintiff/Counter Defendant's First 
Set of Interrogatories and Requests for 
Production of Documents 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Receipt number: 0469328 Dated: 
2/10/2012 Amount: $3.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Compliance with Pretrial Order re: John Patrick Luster 
Defendant/Counterclaimants' Expert Witness 
Disclosure 
HENDR!CKSO Notice of Hearing of Defendant/Counter John Patrick Luster 
Claimant's Motion to Continue Trial 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Continue John Patrick Luster 
04/25/2012 04:00 PM) Defendant/Counter 
Claimant's Motion to Continue Trial 
HENDRICKSO Defendant/Counterclaimant's Motion To Continue John Patrick Luster 
Trial 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Ethel M. Boyd in Support of John Patrick Luster 
Defendant/Counterclaimant's Motion To Continue 
Trial 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Kari A. Clark in Support of John Patrick Luster 
Defenant/Counterclaimant's Motion To Continue 
Trial 
0 
Date: 11/ 14 First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: HUMRICH 
Time: 02: ROA Report 
Page 4 of 18 Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
4/11/2012 AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidait of Shirley Bade in Support of John Patrick Luster 
Defendant/Counterclaimant's Motin To Contiue 
Tiral 
4/19/2012 FIOC OPPELT File Out Of County - Judge Luster John Patrick Luster 
4/25/2012 CTLG OPPELT Court Log- From Kootenai County - No CD John Patrick Luster 
DCHH OPPELT Hearing result for Motion to Continue scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 04/25/2012 04:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Valerie Nunemacher 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Defendant/Counter Claimant's Motion 
to Continue Trial - Kootenai County - Less Than 
100 Pages 
DENY OPPELT Hearing result for Motion to Continue scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 04/25/2012 04:00 PM: Motion Denied 
Defendant/Counter Claimant's Motion to Continue 
Trial - Kootenai County 
5/1/2012 ORDR HENDRICKSO Order Denying Defendant's Motion To Continue John Patrick Luster 
Trial 
5/4/2012 FlRT OPPELT File Returned John Patrick Luster 
NOTD OPPELT Notice Of Deposition of Plaintiff/Counter John Patrick Luster 
Defendant Mary E Pandrea 
5/9/2012 NOSV HENDRICKSO Notice of Service of Discovery Responses John Patrick Luster 
NOTC HENDRICKSO Notice of Compliance John Patrick Luster 
STIP HENDRICKSO Stipulation for Enlargement of Time to Take John Patrick Luster 
Depositions of Parties and Witnesses 
5/17/2012 FIOC OPPELT File Out Of County - Judge Luster John Patrick Luster 
WITN HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Witness List John Patrick Luster 
EXHB HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Exhibit List John Patrick Luster 
5/18/2012 EXHB HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Supplemental Exhibit List John Patrick Luster 
5/22/2012 EXHB HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Second Supplemental Exhibit List John Patrick Luster 
5/24/2012 BREF HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Trial Brief John Patrick Luster 
5/25/2012 BREF HENDRICKSO Defendant's Trial Brief John Patrick Luster 
HRVC HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Court Trial - 2 Days scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 05/30/2012 09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial - 2 Days John Patrick Luster 
06/12/2012 09:00 AM) to be held in Kootenai 
County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Court Trial John Patrick Luster 
5/31/2012 EXHB HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Third Supplemental Exhibit List John Patrick Luster 
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Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
User: HUMRICH 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
5/13/2012 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Court Trial - 2 Days scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 06/12/2012 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Julie Foland 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: to be held in Kootenai County 
5/14/2012 MINE HENDRICKSO Minute Entry re: closing briefs John Patrick Luster 
MISC HENDRICKSO *******END OF FILE #1*****BEGIN FILE #2***** John Patrick Luster 
7/18/2012 BREF OPPELT Plaintiffs Post-Trial Brief John Patrick Luster 
7/19/2012 BREF OPPELT Defendant's Post-Trial Brief and Closing John Patrick Luster 
Argument 
,/16/2012 HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference John Patrick Luster 
11/21/2012 03:00 PM) to be held in Kootenai 
County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Decision re: Court Trial John Patrick Luster 
3/17/2012 MISC HENDRICKSO Document faxed to Judge - John Patrick Luster 
Notice of Hearing 
11/20/2012 OBJC OPPELT Defendant's Objection to Proposed Judgment and John Patrick Luster 
Decree of Partition and Request for Hearing 
11/21/2012 DCHH OPPELT Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 11/21/2012 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: to be held in Kootenai County - Under 
100 Pages 
11/30/2012 HRSC OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/14/2013 03:00 John Patrick Luster 
PM) to Clarify Survey 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
12/11/2012 NOTC HENDRICKSO Notice of Transcript Preparation John Patrick Luster 
1/10/2013 AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of John Marquette in Support of Plaintiffs John Patrick Luster 
Proposed Judgment 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Mary E. Pandrea In Support of John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiffs Prosposed Judgment 
1/14/2013 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
01/14/2013 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: to Clarify Survey (In Kootenai County) 
1/15/2013 MISC HENDRICKSO Decision on Defendant's Objection to Proposed John Patrick Luster 
Judgment 
2/5/2013 NSSC OPPELT Notice Of Substitution Of Counsel John Patrick Luster 
APER OPPELT Defendant: Clark, Kari Appearance Richard John Patrick Luster 
Keating Kuck 
'}Jfl:.'. J"'tt'\A #"J .,fr"\ n fi.Rr'\nr-1 1un f'...ln-4-it"'n ("'\f Anno"""ir~t""li"'O lnhn D<>tri,..I, I , ,c:t<:>r 
Date: 11/ 14 First Judicial District Court ~ Bonner County User: 
Time: 02:3 Report 
Page 6 of 18 Case: CV-201 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari 
Date Code User Judge 
3/5/2013 APER MORELAND Plaintiff: Pandrea, Mary Appearance Pro Se John Patrick Luster 
MISC MORELAND Declaration of Pandrea John Patrick Luster 
OBJC MORELAND Plaintiff Mary Pandrea's Objection to Ruling John Patrick Luster 
Based on Clouded Title & Defendant's Failure to 
Provide a True & Accurate Accounting 
MISC HENDRICKSO *******END OF FILE #2*****BEGIN FILE #3****** John Patrick Luster 
3/6/2013 MOTN HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Motion for Recosideration of Trial John Patrick Luster 
Decision 
MEMO HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Reconsideration of Trial Decision 
MISC HENDRICKSO ****END OF FILE #3*****BEGIN FILE #4******** John Patrick Luster 
3/13/2013 MOTN HENDRICKSO Motion for Leave to Withdraw as Attorney of John Patrick Luster 
Record -Attorney D. Marfice 
STIP HENDRICKSO Stipulation for Order to Allow Withdrawal as John Patrick Luster 
Attorney of Record 
NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Scheduled (Motion to Withdraw John Patrick Luster 
03/28/2013 03:00 PM} Kootenai County 
3/14/2013 CINF faxed to Judge Luster Patrick 
3/22/2013 KRAMES Miscellaneous For Making Copy Of John Patrick 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0487907 
Dated: 3/22/2013 Amount: $32.00 (Check) 
3/28/2013 MOTN HENDRICKSO Moton to Strike Plaintiff's Pro-Se John Patrick Luster 
and Request for Appropriate Sanctions 
CINF HENDRICKSO faxed to Judge Luster John Patrick luster 
ORDR HENDRICKSO Order Granting Motion for Leave to Withdraw as John Patrick Luster 
of Record 
DCHH HENDRICKSO result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 03/28/2013 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Keri Veare 
Number Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
GRNT HENDRICKSO result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 3 03:00 PM: Motion Granted 
Kootenai County 
f/1/2013 FIRT HENDRICKSO File Returned John Patrick Luster 
i/4/2013 AFFD JACKSON Affidavit of Service of Order Granting Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Leave to Withdraw as Attorney of Record 
i/5/2013 HUMRICH Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0488546 Dated: 




Page 7 of 18 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
User: HUMRICH 


















HENDRICKSO Second Affidavit of Service of Order Granitng John Patrick Luster 
Motion For Leave to Withdraw as Attorney of 
Record 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Re-Flied Motion for Reconsideration of John Patrick Luster 
Trial Decision 
(Without Argument) 
HENDRICKSO Re-Filed Declaration of Pandrea John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Mary Pandrea's Re-Filed Objection to John Patrick Luster 
RUiing Based on Clouded Title and Defendant's 
Failure to Provide a True and Accurate 
Accounting 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Notice of Intent to Wirhdraw and Re-FIie John Patrick Luster 
Prior Pro Se FIiing 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Strike Plaintiff's Pro Se Pleadings and Request 
for Appropriate Sanctions 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Refiled John Patrick Luster 
Motion for Reconsideration of Trial Decision 
(Without Argument) 
****END OF FILE #4****BEGIN OF FILE #5******* Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiff's Re-Filed Objection to Rulung Based on 
Clouded Title and Defendant's Failure to Provide 
a True and Accurate Accounting 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled John Patrick Luster 
06/19/2013 03:00 PM) Plaintiff's Re-Filed 
Objection 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiff's Re-Filed Moton for Reconsideration 
Without Argument 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/19/2013 03:00 John Patrick Luster 
PM) Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration without 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Amended Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Re-Filed Objection to Ruling Based on 
Clouded Title and Defendant's Failure to Provide 
a True and Accurate Accounting 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 06/19/2013 03:00 PM: Hearing Vacated and 
will be rescheduled Plaintiff's Re-Filed Objection 
Kootenai County 
HENDR!CKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/13/2013 09:30 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Kootenai County 
re: Re-Filed Objection 
)ate: 11/1 
rime: 02:32 
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Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
)ate Code User Judge 
i/30/2013 NOHG HENDRICKSO Amended Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Re-Filed Motion for Reconsideration Without 
Argument 
HRVC HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/19/2013 03:00 PM: Hearing Vacated to be 
rescheduled Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration 
without Argument 
Kootenai County 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/13/2013 09:30 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Kootenai County 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration without 
Argument 
Kootenai County 
5/31/2013 FIOC HENDRICKSO File Out Of County John Patrick Luster 
>14/2013 NOHG HENDRICKSO Amended Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Re-Filed Motion for Reconsideration Without 
Argument 
CONT HENDRICKSO Continued (Motion 06/14/2013 09:40 AM) John Patrick Luster 
Kootenai County 
re: Re-Filed Objection 
NOHG HENDRICKSO Amended Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Re-Filed Motion for Reconsideration Without 
Argument 
CONT HENDRICKSO Continued {Motion 06/14/2013 09:40 AM) John Patrick Luster 
Kootenai County 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration without 
Argument 
Kootenai County 
5/11/2013 AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidvit of John Marquette John Patrick Luster 
3/12/2013 AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of John Pandrea In Support of Plaintiff John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea's Re-Filed Motion for 
Reconsideration 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Debbie A. Gadbaw in Support of Mary John Patrick Luster 
Pandrea's Re-Filed Motion for Reconsideration of 
Trial Decision 
(Without Argument) 
NOFG HENDRICKSO Notice of FIiing of Record of Survey and Legals John Patrick Luster 
MOTN HENDRICKSO Defendant's Motion to Amend Findings of Fact John Patrick Luster 
and Conclusions of Law 
NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Defendant's Motion to Amend Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/14/2013 09:40 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Defendant's Motion to Amend Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions of Law 
RSPN HENDRICKSO Defendant Clark's Response to Plaintiffs Motion John Patrick Luster 
for Reconsideration 
Date: 11/ 14 
Time: 02:32 PM 
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First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
HUMRICH 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
5/14/2013 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/14/2013 09:40 AM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
re: Re-Filed Objection 
DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/14/2013 09:40 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Defendant's Motion to Amend 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/14/2013 09:40 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration without 
Argument 
Kootenai County 
5/17/2013 RSPN HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Amend Findings of Fact and of Law 
NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/26/2013 01 :30 John Luster 
PM) Kootenai County 
6/20/2013 NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Motion to Continue 
HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Continue John Patrick Luster 
06/26/2013 01 :30 PM) 
MOTN HENDRICKSO Motion to Continue Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion John Patrick Luster 
for Reconsideration 
5/24/2013 REPL HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Reply in Support of Her Motion for John Patrick luster 
Reconsideration of Trial Decision 
OBJC HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Objection to Defendant's Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Continue Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion for 
Reconsideration 
MEMO HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs Reply to John Patrick Luster 
Support Her Motion for Reconsideration of Trial 
Decision 
6/26/2013 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion to Continue scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 06/26/2013 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Valerie Nunemacher 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 
Jate: 11/ 14 
rime: 02:32 PM 
=>age 10 of 18 















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
User 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
John Patrick Luster 
06/26/2013 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Valerie Nunemacher 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
06/26/2013 01 :30 PM: Motion to Reconsider on 
the Accounting Denied Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Motion to Intervene and for Stay John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Other party: Thornton, John F Appearance John Patrick Luster 
Valerie Thornton 
HENDRICKSO Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other John Patrick Luster 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Thorton 
Law Office Receipt number: 0495569 Dated: 
8/20/2013 Amount $66.00 (Check) For: 
Thornton, John F (other party) 
HENDRICKSO Document sent to Judge for review John Patrick Luster 
also, no notice of hearing or order To intervene 
filed at the time of the above motion 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Mary Pandrea's Motion for Leave to File John Patrick Luster 
The Second Amended Complaint and to Add 
Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Mary Pandrea in Support of Mary John Luster 
Pandrea's Motion for Leave to File Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Motion for Leave to John Patrick Luster 
File Second Amended Complaint and to Add 
Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Mary Pandrea's Second Amended John Patrick Luster 
Complaint and to Add Defendants [PROPOSAL] 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/27/2013 10:00 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
09/27/2013 10:00 AM: Continued Plaintiffs 
Motion for Leave to file Second Amended 
Complaint and to Add Defendants - Per District 
continued to October 25, 2013 1 :OOpm 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 10/25/2013 01 :00 John Patrick Luster 
PM) Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Date: 11/ 14 
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HENDRICKSO Per email from Kathy (Judge Luster's Clerk) the John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiff's Motion to Amend Complaint will be 
heard on October 18, 2013 at 1:00pm in Kootenai 
County 
HENDRICKSO Continued (Motion 10/18/2013 01:00 PM) All John Patrick Luster 
Motion previously scheduled Sept 27 
Plaintiff's Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re" John Thornotn's Motion to Intervene 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Intervene John Patrick Luster 
10/18/2013 01:00 PM) Kootenai County 
J. Thornton Intervenor 
HENDRICKSO Defendant's Clark's Objectin to Plaintiff's Motion John Patrick Luster 
for Leave to File Second Amended Complaint and 
to Add Additional Defendants 
HENDRICKSO Defendant's Kari Clark's Opposition to John F. 
Thornton's Motion to Intervene and Motion For 
Stay 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Evidence and Argument 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Objection and John Patrick Luster 
Reply in Support of Motion for Leave to Amend 
Complaint and Add Defendant's 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0498635 Dated: 
10/17/2013 Amount: $3.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Order Denying Plaintiff's Re-Filed Motion to 
Reconsider 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion to Intervene scheduled John Patrick Luster 
on 10/18/2013 01 :00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Kootenai County 
J. Thornton Intervenor 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
10/18/2013 01:00 PM: District Court Hearing Hel: 
Court Reporter: Kari Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: All Motion previously scheduled Sept 
27 
Plaintiff's Motion for Leave to file Second 
Amended Complaint and to Add Defendants 
Kootenai County 
Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Jate: 11/1 
rime: 02:32 
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HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/06/2013 01:30 John Patrick Luster 
PM) J. Thornton's Motion to Intervene 
OPPELT Decision On Plaintiff's Motion to Amend 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Unavailability - Attorney V Thornton 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
12/06/2013 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Anita Self 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: J. Thornton's Motion to Intervene 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
12/06/2013 01:30 PM: Motion Denied J. 
Thornton's Motion to Intervene 
Kootenai County 
KRAMES Motion For Entry Of Final Judgment John Patrick Luster 
KRAMES Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Motion for Entry of Final Judgment 
KRAMES Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/03/2014 01:30 John Patrick Luster 
Defendant/Counter-Claimant's Motion for 
Of Final 
HENDRICKSO to Clark's Motion for Entry of John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
01/03/2014 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing Heli 
Court Julie Foland 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 100 pages 
Defendant/Counter-Claimant's Motion for Entry Of 
Final Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Scheduled (Motion 01/17/2014 01:30 John Patrick Luster 
PM) for Entry of Judgment 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO to Judgment Motion for Hearing or For John Patrick Luster 
of Facts and Conclusions of Law 
HENDRICKSO to Clark's Motion for Entry of Final John Patrick Luster 
BOWERS Memorandum in Support of Plaintiffs John Patrick Luster 
Position Regarding Entry of Final Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Declaration of John Marquette 
HENDRICKSO Order Denying John E Thornton's Motion to 
Intervene and Motion for Stay 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
Jate: 11/ 14 User: HUMR!CH 
rime: 02:32 PM 
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HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick luster 
01/17/2014 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: for Entry of Judgment 
Kootenai County 
HENDRICKSO Coversheet 
Pandrea's Proposed Judgment and Decree of 
Partition (1) & (2) 
John Patrick Luster 
CINF HENDRICKSO Documents emailed to Judge Luster John Patrick Luster 
JDMT 
Declaration of John Marquette 
Coversheet Pandrea's Proposed Judgment and 
Decree of Partation (1) & (2) 
Revised Proposed Judgment and Decree of 
Partition (Judgment in JO's pending basket) 
HENDRICKSO Revised Judgment and Decree of Partition 7 pgs John Patrick Luster 







Defendant; Thornton, John F, Other Party; 
Pandrea, Mary E., Plaintiff. Filing date: 1/24/2014 
HENDRICKSO Payment Fax Fee Paid by: Jason John Patrick Luster 
Ke,ce11ot number: 0001315 Dated: 
Amount: $9.00 (Credit card) 
HENDRICKSO Payment: Technology Cost- CC John Patrick Luster 
Paid Jason M. Grey Receipt number: 0001315 
Dated: 1/28/2014 Amount: $3.00 (Credit card) 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of Final 
,nnin-1.:, .. "'r and Decree of Partition and 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Mary E. Pandrea in Support of 
Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of Flnal 
Judgment and Decree of Partition and 
Clarification 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit Debbie A Gadbaw in Support of 
Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of Final 
Judgment and Decree of Partition and 
Clarification 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Motion for Attortney Fees and Costs 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Memorandum of Costs and Attorney 
Fees 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Attorney Fees and Costs 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Pandrea's Affidavit for Costs and Attorney Fees John Patrick Luster 
MEMO 
CINF 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff's Memorandum in Support of Motion for John Patrick Luster 
Reconsideration of Final Judgment and Decree of 
Partition and Clarification 
HENDRICKSO No Notice of Hearing filed with the above motions John Patrick Luster 
Date: 11/ 14 
Time: 02:32 PM 
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Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
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User: HUMR!CH 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
)ate Code User Judge 
2/21/2014 MOTN BOWERS Defendant's Motion to Disallow Attorneys Fees John Patrick Luster 
and Costs to Plaintiff Mary E. Pandrea 
MEMO BOWERS Defendant's Memorandum in Support of Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Disallow Attorneys Fees and Costs to Plaintiff 
Mary E. Pandrea 
2./24/2014 KRAMES Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0002884 
Dated: 2/24/2014 Amount $7.00 (Check) 
KRAMES Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same John Patrick Luster 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0002884 
Dated: 2/24/2014 Amount: $1 .00 (Check) 
2/26/2014 NOHG KRAMES Notice Of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
Motion to Disallow Attorneys Fees and Costs to 
Plaintiff Mary E Pandrea (faxed to Judge Luster) 
HRSC KRAMES Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/14/2014 10:30 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Defs Motion to Disallow Attorneys Fees and 
Costs to Plaintiff Mary E. Pandrea 
3/7/2014 HUMRICH Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to John Patrick Luster 
Supreme Court Paid by: Thornton, John F 
(other party) Receipt number: 0003759 Dated: 
3/7/2014 Amount: $109.00 (Credit card) For: 
Thornton, John F (other party) 
HUMRICH Filing: Technology Cost - CC Paid by: Thornton, John Patrick Luster 
John F (other party) Receipt number: 0003759 
Dated: 3/7/2014 Amount: $3.00 (Credit card) For: 
Thornton, John F (other party) 
BNDC HUMRICH Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 3763 Dated John Patrick Luster 
3/7/2014 for 300.00) 
RSPN KRAMES Plaintiffs Response To Defendant's Motion To John Patrick Luster 
Disallow Attorney Fees And Costs To Pandrea 
CHJG HUMRICH Change Assigned Judge Idaho Supreme Court 
NOTA HUMRICH NOTICE OF APPEAL John Patrick Luster 
APSC HUMRICH Appealed To The Supreme Court John Patrick Luster 
~/10/2014 CINF HENDRICKSO 3-10-14 1:47pm Talked with Kathy (Judge John Patrick Luster 
Luster's chambers) she stated that the clerk the 
did the hearing for this order (dated Jan 17th, 
2014) just put it in the file and did not fax it to us. 
She said that she would speak to her supervisor 
re: the matter of not faxing us the copy to class -
order dated 01-17-2014 - Order Denying John F. 
Thornton's Motion to Intervene and Motion for 
Stay 
1/13/2014 NOHG HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing John Patrick Luster 
re: Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration of the 
Judgment and Decree of Partition 
)ate: 11/ 14 
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User: HUMRICH 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
)ate Code User Judge 
3/13/2014 HRSC HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 05/02/2014 08:00 John Patrick Luster 
AM) Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration of the 
Judgment and Decree of Partition 
3/14/2014 DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
03/14/2014 10:30 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Def s Motion to Disallow Attorneys 
Fees and Costs to Plaintiff Mary E. Pandrea 
3/21/2014 CCOA HUMRICH Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal Idaho Supreme Court 
3/24/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "ORDER Idaho Supreme Court 
CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING APPEAL" 
i/10/2014 MISC HUMRICH Filed Objection to Dismissal of Appeal; rec'd via Idaho Supreme Court 
email from ISC 
l/15/2014 CINF ADLER Clerk Information-appeal currently suspended Idaho Supreme Court 
AFFD HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Pandrea in Support of Motion for Idaho Supreme Court 
Reconsideration of Final Judgment and Decree of 
Partition 
l/23/2014 CINF HUMRICH Clerk Information -Appeal currently suspended; Idaho Court 
Order form Court 
J/25/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Court Document Filed- "ORDER Idaho Court 
DISMISSING APPEAL" 
CHJG HUMRICH Change Assigned Judge John Patrick Luster 
RSPN HENDRICKSO Defendant Clark's Response to Plaintiffs Motion John Patrick Luster 
for Reconsideration 
U29/2014 DEOP OPPELT Decision on Plaintiffs Motion for Fees and Costs John Patrick Luster 
(8 Pages} 
U30/2014 REPL HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs Reply to Defendant's Response to John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration of Final 
Judgment and Decree of Partition and 
Clarification and Objection to Facts Not on 
Record Included in Clark's Supporting 
Memorandum 
i/2/2014 CINF HENDRICKSO Judge Luster is keeping the file. John Patrick Luster 
File under advisement 
DCHH HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John Patrick Luster 
05/02/2014 08:00 AM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration 
of the Judgment and Decree of Partition 
i/6/2014 HUMRICH Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Thornton, John F Receipt number: 0007391 
Dated: 5/6/2014 Amount: $10.00 (Cash) 
Date: 11/ 14 First Judicial District Court = Bonner County User: HUl'v1RIC 
Time: 02:32 PM 
Page 16 18 Case: 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User 
5/6/2014 HUMRICH 
5/8/2014 MISC HENDRICKSO 
5/9/2014 LETT HENDRICKSO 
5/15/2014 OBJC BOWERS 
5/22/2014 REMT HUMRICH 
5/29/2014 RSPN KRAMES 
>130/2014 SCDF HUMRICH 
REMT HUMRICH 
BNDE HUMRICH 
5/3/2014 MISC HENDRICKSO 
>16/2014 TAYLOR 
'/8/2014 MOTN HUMRICH 




'/23/2014 MISC HUMRICH 




1-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Judge 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same John Patrick Luster 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Thornton, John F Receipt number: 0007391 
Dated: 5/6/2014 Amount: $1.00 (Cash) 
Augmented Exhibit from Hearing Dated May 2, John Patrick Luster 
2014 for Pandrea's Motion for Reconsideration of 
the Flnal Judgment and Decree of Partition Filed 
February 7, 2014 
Letter from Mary E Pandrea to The Honorable John Patrick Luster 
John P. Luster Dated May 9, 2014 
Defendant's Objection to Consideration of John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiff's Post-Hearing Filings 
Remittitur (copy faxed to Judge Luster) John Patrick Luster 
Plaintiff Mary Panrea's Response To Clark's John Patrick Luster 
Objection To Exhibit And Request For Judicial 
Notice 
Supreme Court Document Filed- John Patrick Luster 
"ACKNOWLEDGMENT OFRECEIPT: 
REMITTITUR" 
Remittitur John Patrick Luster 
Cash Bond Exonerated 300.00) John Patrick Luster 
on Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration John Patrick Luster 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0009389 
Dated: 6/6/2014 Amount: $9.00 (Cash) 
Motion and Affidavit for Fee Waiver (faxed to John Patrick Luster 
Judge Luster) 
Order Re: Fee Waiver John Patrick Luster 
NOTICE OF APPEAL John Patrick Luster 
Appealed To The Supreme Court John Patrick Luster 
Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to John Patrick Luster 
Supreme Court Paid by: Pandrea, Mary E. 
(plaintiff) Receipt number: 0011695 Dated: 
7/16/2014 Amount: $.00 (Cash) For: Pandrea, 
Mary E. (plaintiff) 
Clerk's Records due 10/29/2014 John Patrick Luster 
Supreme Court Document Filed- "ORDER John Patrick Luster 
CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING APPEAL FOR A 
FINAL JUDGMENT" 
Docket #42333-2014 John Patrick Luster 
Respondent's Request for Additional Transcript John Patrick luster 
Date: 11/ 
Time: 02:3 
Page 17 of 18 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000835 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
Mary E. Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
User: HUMRIC 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
7/29/2014 CINF HUMRICH Clerk Information - faxed to Judge Luster; Order John Patrick Luster 
Conditionally Dismissing Appeal for a Final 
Judgment and Respondent's Request for 
Additonal Transcript 
8/12/2014 JDMT HENDRICKSO Judgment (6 pgs) Richard Christensen 
CDIS HENDRICKSO Civil Disposition entered for: Clark, Kari, Richard Christensen 
Defendant; Pandrea, Mary E., Plaintiff. Filing 
date: 8/12/2014 
8/27/2014 MISC HUMRICH Clerk's Records due 12/2/2014 John Patrick Luster 
8/28/2014 CCOA HUMRICH Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal John Patrick Luster 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John Patrick Luster 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Val Thornotn Receipt number: 0014028 Dated: 
8/28/2014 Amount: $10.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Sarne John Patrick Luster 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Val Thornotn Receipt number: 0014028 Dated: 
8/28/2014 Amount: $1.00 (Cash) 
~/2/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "SECOND John Luster 
ORDER CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING 
APPEAL RE: FINAL JUDGMENT" 
~/9/2014 BNDC BRACKETT Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 14714 Dated John Luster 
9/9/2014 for 687.90) 
BNDC BRACKETT Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 14716 Dated John Patrick Luster 
9/9/2014 for 215.00) 
BNDC BRACKETT Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 14718 Dated John Patrick Luster 
9/9/2014 for 516.75) 
3/11/2014 JDMT HENDRICKSO Amended Judgment John Patrick Luster 
CDIS HENDRICKSO Civil Disposition entered for: Clark, Kari, John Patrick Luster 
Defendant; Pandrea, Mary E., Plaintiff. Filing 
date: 9/11/2014 
}/15/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "RESPONSE John Patrick Luster 
TO SECOND ORDER CONDITIONALLY 
DISMISSING APPEAL RE; FINAL JUDGMENT" 
(Filed by M. Pandrea) - rec'd via email from ISC 
~/17/2014 CINF HUMRICH Amended Judgment filed 9/11/2014 certified and John Patrick Luster 
emailed to ISC; per request 
1'22/2014 JDMT HUMRICH Amended Judgment filed with Supreme Court John Patrick Luster 
10/9/2014 SCDF HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "Order to John Patrick Luster 
Reinstate Appellate Proceedings' 
10/10/2014 MISC HUMRICH Statement dated 9/26/2014 from Julie K. Foland John Patrick Luster 
for transcripts $613.15 
NLT HUMRICH Notice Of Lodging Transcript On Appeal by Julie John Patrick Luster 
K. Foland - Court Trial Day One 6/12/2012 and 
Court Trial Day Two 6/13/2012 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: 
Time: Report 
Page 18 of 18 CV-201 Current Judge: John Patrick Luster 
E Pandrea vs. Kari Clark 
Mary E Pandrea vs. Clark 
Date Code User Judge 
10/10/2014 TRAN HUMRICH Transcript Filed by Julie K. Foland - Court Trial John Patrick Luster 
Day 1 on 6/12/2012 and Court Trial Day 2 on 
6/13/2012 
10/16/2014 BNDV HUMRICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 1489 dated John Patrick. luster 
10/16/2014 amount 613.15) 
10/29/2014 NLT HUMRICH Notice Of Lodging Transcript On Appeal by Keri John Patrick Luster 
Veare - Motion to Clarify on 1/14/2013, Order 
Denying Plaintiffs Motion 10/18/2013 and Entry of 
Judgment on 1/17/2014 
MISC HUMRICH Invoice for transcripts from Keri J. Veare - Motion John Patrick Luster 
to Clarify on 1/14/2013, Order Denying Plaintiffs 
Motion 10/18/2013 and Entry of Judgment on 
1/17/2014; $503.75 
TRAN HUMRICH Transcript Filed by Keri J. Veare - Motion to John Patrick Luster 
Clarify on 1/14/2013, Order Denying Plaintiffs 
Motion 10/18/2013 and Entry of Judgment on 
1/17/2014 
BNDV HUMRICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 1575 dated John Patrick Luster 
10/29/2014 amount 503.75) 
BNDE HUMRICH Cash Bond Exonerated (Amount 13.00) John Patrick Luster 
11/3/2014 NLT HUMRICH Of On Appeal by John Luster 
Valerie Nunernacher - Motion to Reconsider on 
6/26/2013 
TRAN HUMRICH Filed by Valerie Nunemacher - Motion John Patrick Luster 
to Reconsider on 6/26/2013 
MISC HUMRICH Invoice dated 10/31/2014 from Valerie John Patrick Luster 
Nunemacher for transcript of Motion to 
Reconsider on 6/26/2013 - $250.25 
BNDV HUMRICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 1585 dated John Patrick Luster 
11/3/2014 amount 215.00) 
BNDV HUMRICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 1586 dated John Patrick Luster 
11/3/2014 amount 35.25) 
031 2014 15: 05 208-255-7::!27 
THORNTON 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
4685 Upper Pack River Rd, 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
(208) 263-5017 phone 
(208) 255-2327 fax 
ISB #6517 
THORNTON LAW OFFICE 
IN TI:1E DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARYE. PANDREA, et al 
Plaintiff: Counter Defendant 
KARI A.~ et al, 
Defendant/Counter-Plaintif( 
and, 










Case No, CV-2011-835 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
PAGE 02/05 
TO: Mary Pandrea, Plaiutiff pro se; Kari A. Oark, her attorney of record Richard Kuck; 
and to the clerk of the above entitled court: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
L The above named appellant, 
to the Idaho Supreme Court from 
Thornton, appeals against the above named respondent 
Order Denying John E Thornton's Motion to Intervene, 
entered in the above entitled action on the 24th day of January, 2014, Honorable Judge John 
Luster presiding. 
2, The appellant has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the order described 
above is an appealable order pursuant to I.AR l l{aXl) 
3. Issue on appeal is whether district court erred in denying John Thornton's motion to 
intervene. 
4. No portion of the record been sealed, 
5, Appellant requests the following transcript to be included in the record on appeal: 
NOTICE OF APPEAL PAGE 1 
0 39 
03/07/201 15:05 208-255-2327 THORNTON LAW OFFICE 
Hearing on Appellant's motion to intervene, December 6, 2013 
Hearing on entry of final judgment, January 17, 
PAGE 03/05 
6, Pursuant to Rule 28(a), lA..R, the appellaat requests the clerk's record on his appeal be 
more limited than the standard record. 
7. Appellant requests the following documents be included in the clerlc's record: 
i) Register of actions; 
ii) Amended Complaint, filed 10/3/2011; 
iii) Answer to Amended Complaint, filed 10/19/2011; 
iv) Decision re: Court Trial, entered 8/16/2012; 
v) Defendant's Objection to Proposed Judgment. filed 11/20/2012; 
vi) Decision on Defendant's Objection to Proposed Judgment, entered January 15, 2013; 
vii) Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration, filed 4/26/2013; 
viii) PlaintifPs Memorandum Support of Reconsideration. filed 4/26/2013 
ix) Affidavit of John Marquette, filed 6/11/2013 
x) Affidavit of John Pandrea. filed 6/12/2013 
xi) Affidavit of Debbie A Gadbaw, filed 6/12/2013 
xii) Notice of filing of Record of Survey and Legals 
xiii) Defendant's Motion to Amend Findings ofFact and Conclusions of Law, filed 6/12/2013; 
ivx) Defendant1s Response to Motion for Reconsideration, filed 6/12/2013; 
xv) Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Motion to Amend Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
law, filed 6/17/2013; 
xvi) Plaintiff's Reply in Support of her Motion for Reconsideration, filed 6/24/2013; 
xvii) Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Reply. filed 6/24/2013; 
NOTICE OF APPEAL PAGE2 
03/07/2014 15:05 208-255-2327 THORNTON LAW OFFICE PAGE 04/05 
xviii) Notice of Hearing re Plaintiff's Motion for Leave to file Second Amended Complaint and 
to add Defendants, filed 8/3/2013; 
xix) Motion to Intervene and for Stay, filed 8/14/2013; 
xx) Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to File The Second Amended Complaint and to Add 
Defendants, filed 8/30/2013; 
xxi) Affidavit of Mary Pandrea, filed 8/30/2013; 
xxii) Memorandum in support of PlaintifPs Motion for Leave to File the Second Amended 
Complaint and to Add Defendants, filed 8/30/2013; 
xxiii) Defendant's Objection to Plaintiff's Motion, filed 10/15/2013; 
x:x:iv) Defendants Oppositon to John F. Thornton's motion to Intervene, filed 10/15/2013; 
xxv) Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Objection, filed 10/16/2013; 
xxvi) Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion to Reconsider, entered 10/18/2013; 
xxix) Declaration of John filed 1/16/2014; 
xxx) Revised Judgment of Partition, ,,....t-,,.-,,.,; 
xxxi) Order Denying John Thomton1s Motion to Intervene, entered 1/24/2014; 
T I hereby certify that: 
a) The Register of Actions does not reflect the hearings for -which a transcript has 
requested~ Appellant cannot identify the clerk having custody of said record of said hearings; the 
estimated fee for preparation of said requested transcripts will be paid immediately upon demand; 
b) The estimated :ree for preparation of the clerk's record bas been paid. 
The appellate filing fee bas been paid. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL PAGE 3 
0 4 
2014 15:05 208-255-?'.:127 THORNTON LAW OFFIC~ 
d) Service has been made upon all panies requred to be served. 
DATED thisr day of tJ\a.;..C)(\ , 2014. 
\foO~~ 
Val Thornton, Attorney at Law 
CERTIFICATION OF MAILING 
The undersigned hereby ... ~,11- that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was 
delivered a.s indicated, on the ofMarch, 2014, to: 
RICHARD KUCK, P.L.L.C. 
P. 0. Box 1320 
Coeurd1Alene, ID 83816 
MARYPANDREA 
4687 Upper Pack River Rd. 
Sandpoint, ID 83 864 
HON. JOHN P. LUSTER 
P. 0. Box 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
_mailed, postage prepaid 
x._faxed to (208) "'' ·33-r'f 
hand-delivered 
~ mailed, postage prepaid 
_faxed to (208) __ _ 
_ band-delivered 
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VAL THORNTON 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
4685 Upper Pack River Rd. 
Sandpoint, ID 83 864 
(208) 263-5017 phone 
(208) 255-2327 fax 
ISB #6517 
No. 566 F 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARYE. PANDREA, et al 
Plaintiff, Counter Defendant 
v. 








Case No. CV-2010-835 
ORDER DENYING 
JOHN F. TIIORNTON'S 
MOTION TO INTERVENE 
AND MOTION FOR STAY 
A HEARING WAS HELD on John Thornton's Motion to Intervene and Motion for Stay 
on December 6, 2013, Mr. Thornton and Kari Clark appeared and were represented by their 
!)QL. 
counsel of record, Macy Paudi:ea appeai:ed-pSG-se. and the court considered the pleadings and 
arguments of each of the parties both in support of. and in opposition to the motion, and matters 
of record on file with the court. taking judicial notice of Mr. Thornton's independent litigation 
pending in Bonner County Case No. CV-2013-1334. The court finds that Mr. Thornton does not 
require to be joined pursuant to Rule 24(a), and that his motion should be considered pursuant to 
Rule 24(b ), which is discretionary with the Court. The Court finds that, Mr. Thornton may 
pursue his claims in the pending Bonner County Case No. CV-2013-1334, and that, pursuant to 
the Court's Order entered herein, its decision in the above entitled partition between Clark and 
Pandrea will not be binding upon Mr. Thornton, and that he will not be judicially estopped from 
pursuing quiet title as to the portion of the partition property that he claims to own, or as to the 
easement access rights that he disputes. 
ORDER DENYING JOHN E THORNTON'S MOTION TO INTERVENE Pagel 
4 
29 2 
and Motion for Stay 
ORDERED, that John F. Thornton's Motion to Intervene 
denied. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, nIAT. this Court's decision in the above entitled partition 
between Clark and Pandrea is not and shall not be binding upon Mr. Thornton as to his pending 
claims in Bonner County Case No. CV-2013-1334, and that he wiU not be judiciaiiy estopped 
from pursuing quiet title as to the portion of the partition property that he claims to own, or as to 
the easement ~ess rights that he disputes. 
fV"I 
DATED this J..L day of JaYI vO "'':), 2014. 
HON. JOHN P. LUSTER "'= 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
CERTIFICATION OF MAILING 
The undersigned n,::.rAtn, t'Prtlhl'>" 
delivered as indicated, on the 
RICHARD KUCK, PL.LC. 
P. 0. Box 1320 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816 
MARYPANDREA 
4687 Upper Pack River Rd. 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
VAL THORNTON 
4687 Upper Pack River Rd. 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
a true 3.fld correct Copy Qffhe Tnr;,,ant,11'1' WaS 
2014, to: 
_mailed, postage prepaid 
~axed to (208) 667-3600 
~hand-delivered 
v mailed, postage prepaid 
_faxed to (208) __ _ 
~hand-delivered 
V mailed, postage prepaid 
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" f lK O RTROO 1 · . 4/2014 age 1 f 3 
Description BONNER CV 2011-835 Pandrea vs Clark 20140314 Objection to Attorney 
Fees 
Judge John Patrick Luster 
Clerk Kathy Booth 
Court Reporter Keri Veare 
PL Pro Se 
DA Richard Kuck C 
Date 3/1412014 Location 11 K-COURTROOM1 
Time Speaker Nota 
09:11 :22 AM 





J issues - pl's request for attorney fees and costs were filed and DA 





I set a hearing for May 2 for the reconsideration motion. Notice 
went out yesterday. 
I've not seen a notice of hearing on the motiion for 
reconsideration. I think the rule says they should be decided 
without a hearing unless the court feels it would like a hearing and 
these are untimely and the court decided this last fall. If she's 
going to pursue that then I ask the court to allow me a week or so 
to draft that 
You can respond however you wish to respond. The motion was 
filed within 14 days of signing the judgment I believe it is timely. 
You may have other issues to consider based on other 
discussions. It appear the motion to reconsider is set for another 
date. 
Since I have Pl seeking an award of fees I'll allow her to go first 
and Mr. Kuck to respond accordingly. 
Before I filed the lawsuit I paid for attorney fees to try and settle 
before I filed. I filed the lawsuit I have put considerable time and 
effort into this suit. She took acreage. It became clear that my 
property became the focus of many people and not just Keri. We 
were both trying to decide how to devide the property. It became 
clear that we both wanted to keep the property. Keri is now saying 
that I didn't prevail because the property was not sold. IRCP 15 
(b). I was awarded everything I asked for in the petition and Keri 
was not . I prevailed on her counter-daim. I was able to prove the 
counter-claims were meritless. Everything she did was a violati:>n 
of the trust agreement The trust agreement calls for award of 
fees to the person who had to defend against the violator of the 
trust I am entitled to costs to be paid for by Keri Clark or per 6-
0 
545 alternatively. I deserve the award of44o/o of fees and costs. I 
have never questioned the partitiioin action that resulted from the 
proceedings. I believe there are unresolvedclaims namely slander 
of title after trial and I will continue to pursue this after trial. 
-
10:42:54 AM 6-545 - reviews - I have a question if this is an attorney fee 
statute. It appears that it means the fees are to be awarded 
J according to the percentage of property and if that is the case you 
would be ordered to pay more. Mr. Kuck denies this Is an attorney 
fee statute. You will have a chance to respond. 
10:44:32AM The requirement for attorney fees are clear - relates 54(d)(5) and 
54(e)(5). Those are mandatory rules. The rules say clear1y that 
the fees are to be considered costs. Those are controlled by 54(d) 
(5). Her motion does not say the fees are correct or in compliance 
with the rule and because she didn't file a compliance 
memorandum timely then she's waived her right to costs and 
DA fees. Reviews mandatory language of 54(e)(5). 'Ne have no 
affidavit from Mr. Marfice or DeSmet who were her attorneys. That 
claim is fatal by failure to comply with the rules. There is nothing 
from the attorney as to how the fees were computed or anything 
in compliance with 54(e)(5). It's a matter of acknowledging that 
she's failed to comply with the rules and is not entitled to fees and 
costs. 
10:50:01 AM 
Pl I am my own attorney at this time. VVhen I submitted by affidavit I 
submitted it as my attorney and I did break down my costs. 
10:50:24 AM The law is clear that a prose litigant is not entitled to attorney 
J fees. You needed to expend costs of representation and you 
cannot charge litigation for yourself. I 
10:50:56AM I understand but these fees are from Ramsden and Lyons when I 
was represented and they are costs that I believe I am entitled to 
recoup. I followed the rules and submitted my motion for fees and 
costs in good faith. These are costs I incurred when my sister Keri 
drug me into litigation and this is a travesty and a charade. There 
are other people pulling strings. I should not be stuck with these 
huge costs. I didn't want to file a lawsuit but she had my land for 1 
Pl 112. years and without filing the suit I would not have gotten it 
back. I have been a victim throughout this entire thing and have 
not seen justice done. This is a travesty and this should be a fair 
tribunal. I was drug into this suit by people who were controlling 
my sister. I love her. There have been so many lies brought 
forward. Lie after lie and having Keri get on the stand and lie is 
terrible - she didn't want to do that This whole thing makes me 
sick to my stomach. It's not Keri Clark it's the Boyds - it's a terrible 
thing. - -
-
10:~:3~AM DA Nothing at this time. 
-· -
10:54:57 AM 
6-545 I don't interpret it to be an attorney fee statute. It's a statute 
under the partition of real estate and perhaps assign costs. This is 
0 (, 
.::~ .-:)":.'.~ ~:;:.-.-~,- ,-,-
og of I -COURTROOM Io ,._, '14/201 
·. ,',; '_'~: 
: ... -,•-< 








10:59:07 AM DA 
10:~9:17 AM J 
-
a court management tool that is very helpful. It's not an applicable 
use of the statute for the issues we have at hand here. 6-545 is 
not applicable. The matter is now under advisement 
Does the court have an earlier date than May? We're getting 
close to the end of this matter. Judge Mitchell ordered that the 
Thomtons take their gate down and Ms. Pandrea has a gate as 
well. 
I'm not available earlier and my gate is not closed it's open. 
I'm scheduled to be here the week of April 28 and mid April for a 
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A NOTICE OF APPEAL was filed, John F. Thornton, in District Court March 7, 
2014 and in this Court March 17. 2014 from the ORDER DENYING JOHN F. THORNTON'S 
MOTION TO INTERVENE AN MOTION TO STAY entered by the Honorable John T. Luster, 
District Judge on March 10, 2014. John F. Thornton is not listed as a party in this action. 
Therefore, in order to appeal the decision any unnamed party must apply for standing as an 
aggrieved party pursuant to I.AR. 4. Therefore, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that is appeal be, and hereby is, CONDITIONALLY 
DISMISSED; however, counsel for John F. Thornton shall file a RESPONSE within fourteen (14) 
days from the date of this Order addressing the matter of whether or not John F. Thornton is an 
AGGRIEVED PARTY who has standing to. appeal the district court's order pursuant to I.A.R. 4. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that proceedings in this appeal are SUSPENDED until -
further notice. 
ORDER CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING APPEAL - Docket No. 41960-2014 
DATED this ~ay of March, 2014. 
cc: Mary E. Pandrea, pro se 
Jolu1 F. Thronton, pro se 
Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 





















































MARYE. PANDREA, after being duly sworn and upon oath deposes and 
1. My name is Mary Pandrea and I reside at 4687 Upper Pack River Road, in 
Sandpoint, Idaho, County of Bonner. I am over the age of 18 years and competent to testify 
herein. I make this affidavit based upon personal knowledge. 
2. Attached as Exhibit "A" is a true and correct copy of the Appraisal Report of 4687 
Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, 83864, prepared for Mary E. Pandrea, as of2-8-2014 
prepared by Carter Appraisals, 105 Pine Street, Ste. 111, Sandpoint, Idaho, 83 864. 
Date ' ' 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 
day of April, 2014 
~~dt:~~ 
Notary public In and for the State of Idaho, 
Residing at 54i,..:):i>'S.btt-:)I 
My commission expires: 1-50-zozo 



























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ 
I hereby certify that on the Is -day of April, 2014, I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Richard K. Kuck 
RICHARD K. KUCK, P.C 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1320 
(208) 667-3379 
Courtesy Copy to: 
The Honorable 
Judge John Patrick Luster 
Kootenai County Courthouse 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 816-9000 
AFFIDAVIT OF P AJ\.'DREA-3 
X USMail 









4687 Upper Pack River Road 
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Sandpoint, ID 83864-5934 
FOR 
Mary Pandrea 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
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COMMENT ADDEN A 
File No. PANDREA-r-
Case No. 
SCOPE OF APPRAISAL AND SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS: 
The client, Mary Pandrea, has contacted the appraiser with multiple instructions for a valuation of diminution to the Pandrea 
parcel as described in Exhibit E, and also for an opinion of comparison between Easements A and B under appraisal 
consultation. 
Involved in the Scope of Work for the appraisal was that the appraiser consult an appraisal he made on the subject property 
as well as the adjoining northerly parcel in the fairly recent past, and determined an applicable per acre value for the Pandrea 
parcel from that report. Further, he has consulted previous appraisal reports he has made regarding easements and 
valuations and has also researched similar situations via the internet for assistance in formulating his opinions. 
The appraiser has not physically visited the property since early November, 2010. 
DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: 
According to the description provided by J.R.S. Surveying, Inc., the subject is a total of 12.739 acres. Other than that point the 
remaining descriptions taken from the appraisal report prepared by the appraiser 11/10/201 O are felt accurate and do apply 
as of this date. 
The property is an irregular shaped smaller acreage with access via an easement across another parcel to the county road, 
the Upper Pack River Road. The topography of the property is fairly flat and level on the southwest corner area and moderate 
to steep slope on the east side. 
The land along the river appears to be an alluvial swirl type bench, possibly 8 to 10 feet in spots above the elevation of the 
Pack River. It appears almost all of the land along the river is within a 100 year flood hazard area (refer to flood map). The 
vegetative cover of this area is mostly grasses although there are some light to medium growth trees. An inspection of the 
river front area of the property shows loss of land through erosion. Just about a half mile south of the subject is an area with 
the same eroding problem as the subject. In the past, probably about 1900-1915+-, in an effort to control the erosion along the 
river bank on that property old cars were stacked along the bank area to create a kind of breakwater or bulkhead. Of course, 
in more recent years the Environmental Protection Agency of the federal government had the property owners remove the old 
cars semi-buried along the river bank because of the various contaminants but this example is used to simply point out how 
long this erosion has been a major concern in this area. Along the subject's river front it appears that at some time in the near 
future something will have to be done to control this problem. 
There are two log structures on the property, an old cabin and an old barn which could also be a garage type structure. 
Simply based on the actual age of both structures and estimated remaining age, they are felt to contribute nothing to the value 
other than their locational utility. It does appear, however, that both structures could be refurbished to a point of usefulness. A 
good •guess· of the amount it would take to make these structures a positive feature to the property would be more than their 
actual representative value at this time. 
There is electric power on the properly as well as a well. Idaho Dept. of Water Resources was searched for a recorded well 
log but nothing was found pertaining to the subject. 
EASEMENTS: 
The easement in question is an easement for ingress and egress for what is called the Clark 10.423 Acres. The subject is the 
servient parcel, the Clark property to the north is the dominant parcel. The easement varies in width, 18 feet wide in the area 
of the bridge over Tavern Creek and then down to 10feetwide over the existing access road/driveway to the subject, 
continuing on to the border between the two parcels. Other than utility easements most easements for access are usually 
about the size of an alley way which is 16 feet. Road easements are typically 30 to 60 feet wide, in present times. most at the 
lesser end of the example with a few at the larger. 
The diminution to the property as a result of the easement B is felt to be basically from two sources. The most simple damage 
to estimate is simply for the space of land that is '1aken" from the subject. The definition of an easement taken from 
LAW.COM is "the right to use the real property of another for a specific purpose., .•• .". Ownership remains in the name of 
Pandrea but use is transferred to Clark also. In various appraisal reports for easements such use translates to 50% of the 
value of!he land taken. The ingress/egress easement is an area 10 feet wide by 1055+.. feet, 10,550 square feet. The 
previous (2010) appraisal for the properly was $5000 per acre. Recently the appraiser completed appraisals for easements, 2 
in Boundary county. Without diwlging confidentiality and basing an opinion of the appraisers experience and recent 
experience, the appraiser found in similar cases an amount of $10,000 paid to the servien! properties for similar easements. 
The second impact to be considered from the easement is an actual change to the quiet and peaceful enjoyment of the 
servient property. One ofthe main differences between a property with simply a driveway or road accessing the site and a 
situation where the road is used for more traffic is a loss of privacy, security, and other features afforded by a single user road. 
The survey sketch, Exhibit C, shows the distance from the easement road to the existing barn/garage, log home and Trailer 
and addition at the southeast comer of the Pandrea parcel. This is a point of reference where the easement area/road will be 
traveled. 
An example of this road proximity scenario can be found in the Bottle Bay area on lake Pend Oreille. The lots along the west 
side of the bay have the county road to the west of them, the lots run from the road to the water front. On the east side of the 
bay the access road for all the properties bisects all of the lots fur about two-thirds of the distance. In a value comparison the 
lots on the west side of the bay usually sell for more than the lots on the east I have not made a current comparison of this 
factor but previously have found a range from 20 to 30 per cent difference. 
,~\ik _ r~1 .. _ "av:~~~ 
'  ~. 'U~~li .... h>' 
----------------Appraiser Name Harold E. (Hal) Carter Supervi~ Name 
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COMMENT ADDEN.. ,v'I 
File No. PANDREA-
Case No. 
The comparison made between the two easements, A and B, are based on which is, or should be, more favorable to the 
subject Clark 10.423 Acre parcel and cause the least damage to the Pandrea parcel. 
Easement B has been described in depth here in this report To further explain, the year around road on this easement does 
not exist past the Pandrea buildings at this time. The easement area is supposedly over an old existing road on the property. 
As stated prior, the appraiser was physically on the property in November, 2010. At'i:hat time he drove to the Pandrea 
buildings and drove a little way into the property past that point There was no snow at tllat time and the ground was bare 
other than natural vegetation. A summer use trail/road was the only access means past the buildings at that time. 
Any use of this trail/road for more than the summer or no inclement weather time period would be impossible. The easement 
is 10 feet wide. Simply plowing snow from a normal snow storm would make berms on each side of the road probably 2 feet 
wide which would make the passage area of any road 6 feet wide. 
Easement A is an existing road that has been in place for many years. This road is even shown on the attached Nationai 
Geographic topographic map, Exhibit F. This road runs into the Clark parcel and further up the mountain. It seems logical that 
to access the Clark property, if a road is already in place, why not use it? 
As a further disclaimer, the appraiser has not driven this road, merely viewed the road from where it leaves the Pack River 
Road. The opinion that this presents the most viable access to the property is based on that viewing and maps used with this 
report 
Appraiser Name Harold E. (Hal) Carter Supervis.or Name 
Page 2 14 
File No. PANDREA-EASEMENT 
Case No. 
This appraisal report is subject to the scope of work, intended use, intended user, definition of market value, statement of 
assumptions and limiting conditions, and certifications. The appraiser may expand the scope of work to include any additional 
research or analysis necessary based on the complexity of this appraisal assignment. 
SCOPE OF WORK: The scope of work for this appraisal is defined by the complexity of this appraisal assignment and the 
reporting requirements of this appraisal, including the following definition of market value, statement of assumptions and limiting 
conditions, and certifications. The appraiser must, at a minimum: (1) perform a complete visual inspection of !he subject property, 
inspeci the neighborhood, (3) inspect each of the comparable sales from at least the street, (4) research, verify, and analyze 
data from reliable public and/or private sources, and (5) report his or her analysis, opinions, and conclusions in this appraisal report. 
INTENDED USE: The intended use of this appraisal report is for the lender/client to evaluate the property that is the 
subject of this appraisal for a mortgage finance transaction. 
INTENDED USER: The intended user of this appraisal report is the lender/client 
DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE: The most probable price which a property should bring in a competitive and open 
market under all conditions requisite to a fair sale, the buyer and seller, each acting prudently, knowledgeably and assuming 
the price is not affected by undue stimulus. Implicit in this definition is the consummation of a sale as of a specified date and 
the passing oflitle from seller to buyer under conditions whereby: (1) buyer and seller are typically motivated; (2) both 
parties are well informed or well advised, and each acting in what he or she considers his or her own best interest; {3) a 
reasonable time ls allowed for exposure in the open market; (4) payment is made in terms of cash in U, S. dollars or in terms 
of financial arrangements comparable thereto; and (5) the price represents the normal consideration for the property sold 
unaffected by special or creative financing or sales concessions• granted by anyone associated with the sale. 
*Adjustments lo the comparables must be made for special or creative financing or sales concessions. No adjustments are 
necessary for those costs which are normally paid by sellers as a result of tradition or law in a market area; these costs are 
readily identifiable since the seller pays these costs in virtually all sales transactions. Special or creative financing 
adjustments can be made to the comparable property by comparisons to financing terms offered by a third party institutional 
lender that is not already involved in the property or transaction. Any adjustment should not be calculated on a mechanical 
dollar for dollar cost of the financing or concession but the dollar amount of any adjustment should approximate the market's 
reaction to the financing or concessions based on the appraiser's judgment. 
STATEMENT OF ASSUMPTIONS AND LIMITING CONDITIONS: Toeappraiser'scertificationinthisreportis 
subject to the following assumptions and limiting conditions: 
1. The appraiser will not be responsible for matters of a legal nature that affect either the property being appraised or the title 
to it, except for information that he or she became aware of during the research involved in performing this appraisal. The 
appraiser assumes that the title is good and marketable and will not render any opinions about the title. 
2. The appraiser has examined the available flood maps that are provided by the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(or other data sources) and has noted in this appraisal report whether any portion of the subject site located in an 
identified Special Flood Hazard Area. Because the appraiser is not a surveyor, he or she makes no guarantees, express or 
implied, regarding this determination. 
3. The appraiser will not give testimony or appear in court because he or she made an appraisal of the property in question, 
unless specific arrangements to do so have been made beforehand, or as otherwise required by law. 
4. The appraiser has noted in this appraisal report any adverse conditions (such as the presence of hazardous wastes, toxic 
substances, etc.) observed during the inspection of the subject property or that he or she became aware of during the research 
involved in performing this appraisal. Unless otherwise stated in this appraisal report, the appraiser has no knowledge of any hidden 
or unapparent deficiencies or adverse conditions of the property (such as, but not limited to, the presence of hazardous wastes, 
toxic substances, adverse environmental conditions, etc.) that would make the property less valuable, and has assumed that there 
are no such conditions and makes no guarantees or warranties, express or implied. The appraiser will not be responsible for any 
such conditions that do exist or for any engineering or testing that might be required to discover whether such conditions exist. 
Because the appraiser is not an expert in the field of environmental hazards, this appraisal report must not be considered as 
an environmental assessment of the property. 
5. If the appraiser has based his or her appraisal report and valuation conclusion for an appraisal subject to certain conditions, it 
is assumed that the conditions will be met in a satisfactory manner. 
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APPRAISER'S CERTIFICATION: Toe Appraiser certifies and agrees that 
1. I have, at a minimum, developed and reported this appraisal in accordance with the scope of work requirements stated in 
this appraisal report 
2. I performed a complete visual inspection of the subject property. reported the site characteristics in factual, specific terms. 
3. performed this appraisal in accordance with the requirements of the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal 
Practice that were adopted and promulgated by the Appraisal Standards Board of The Appraisal Foundation and that were 
place at the time this appraisal report was prepared. 
4. I developed my opinion of the market value of the real property that is the subject of !his report based on the sales comparison 
approach to value. I have adequate comparable market data to develop a reliable sales comparison approach for this appraisal 
assignment 
5. I researched, verified, analyzed, and reported on any current agreement for sale for the subject property, any offering for 
sale of the subject property in the twelve months prior to the effecfu!e date of this appraisal, and the prior sales of the subject 
property for a minimum of three years prior to the effective date of this appraisal, unless otherwise indicated in this report. 
6. I researched, verified, analyzed, and reported on the prior sales of the comparable sales for a minimum of one year prior 
to the date of sale of the comparable sale, unless otherwise indicated in this report 
7. I selected and used comparable sales that are locationally, physically, and functionally the most similar to the subject property. 
8. I have reported adjustments to the comparable sales that reflect the market's reaction to the differences between the subject 
property and the comparable sales. 
9. I verified, from a disinterested source, all infonnation in this report that was provided by parties who have a financial interest in 
the sale or financing of the subject property. 
10. I have knowledge and experience in appraising this type of property in this market area. 
11. I am aware of, and have access to, the necessary and appropriate public and private data sources, such as multiple listing 
services, tax assessment records, public land records and other such data sources for the area in which the property is located. 
12. I obtained the information, estimates, and opinions furnished by other parties and expressed in this appraisal report from 
reliable sources that I believe to be true and correct. 
13; I have taken into consideration the factors that have an impact on value with respect to the subject neighborhood, subject 
property, and the proximity of the subject property to adverse influences in the development of my 'opinion of market value. I have 
noted in this appraisal report any adverse conditions (such as, but not limited to, the presence of hazardous wastes, toxic substances, 
adverse environmental conditions, etc.) observed during the inspection of the subject property or that I became aware of during 
the research involved in performing this appraisal. I have considered these adverse conditions my analysis of the property value, 
and have reported on the effect of the conditions on the value and marketability of the subject property. 
14. I have not knowingly withheld any significant information from this appraisal report and, to the best of my knowledge, all 
statements and information in this appraisal report are true and correct 
15.1 stated in this appraisal report my own personal, unbiased, and professional analysis, opinions, and conclusions, which 
are subject only to the assumptions and limiting conditions in this appraisal report. 
16. I have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of this report, and I have no present or 
prospective personal interest or bias with respect to the participants in the transaction. I did not base, either partially or 
completely, my analysis and/or opinion of market value in this appraisal report on the race, color, religion, sex, age, marital 
status, handicap, familial status, or national origin of either the prospective owners or occupants of the subject property or of the 
present owners or occupants of the properties in the vicinity of the subject property or on any other basis prohibited by law. 
17. My employment and/or compensation for performing this appraisal or any future or anticipated appraisals was not conditioned 
on any agreement or understanding, written or otherwise, that I would report (or present analysis supporting) a predetermined specific 
value, a predetermined minimum value, a range or direction in value, a value that favors the cause of any party, or the attainment of a 
specific result or occurrence of a specific subsequent event (such as approval of a pending mortgage loan application). 
18. I personally prepared all conclusions and opinions about the real estate that were set forth in this appraisal report. If I relied on 
significant real property appraisal assistance from any individual or individuals in the peliormance of this appraisal or the 
preparation of this appraisal report, I have named such individual(s) and disclosed the specific tasks performed in this appraisal report 
certify that any individual so named is qualified to perform the tasks. I have not authorized anyone to make a change to any item 
in this appraisal report; therefore, any change made to this appraisal is unauthorized and I will take no responsibility for it. 
19. I identified the lender/client in this appraisal report who is the individual, organization, or agent for the organization that 
ordered and will receive this appraisal report. 
20. The lender/client may disclose or distribute this appraisal report to: the borrower; another lender at the request of the borrower; 
the mortgagee or its successors and assigns; mortgage insurers; government sponsored enterprises; other secondary market 
participants; data collection or reporting services; professional appraisal organizations; any department agency, or instrumentality of 
the United States; and any state, the District of Columbia, or other jurisdictions; without having to obtain the appraiser's or supervisory 
appraiser's (if applicable) consent. Such consent must be obtained before this appraisal report may be disclosed or distributed to any 
other party Oncluding, but not limited to, the public through advt{Jsij,i~ relations, news, sales, or other 
I 
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Case No. 
21. I am aware that any disclosure or distribution of this appraisal report by me or the lender/client may be subject to certain 
regulations. Further, I am also subject to the provisions of the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice that pertain to 
disclosure or distribution by me. 
22. If this appraisal report was transmitted as an "electronic record" containing my "electronic signature," as those terms are 
defined in applicable federal and/or state laws (excluding audio and video recordings), or a facsimile transmission of this 
appraisal report containing a copy or representation of my signature, the appraisal report shall be as effective, enforceable and 
valid as if a paper version of this appraisal report were delivered containing my original hand written signature. 
SUPERVISORY APPRAISER'S CERTIFICATION: The supervisory Appraiser certifies and agrees that: 
1. I directly supervised the appraiser for this appraisal assignment, have read the appraisal report, and agree with the appraiser's 
analysis, opinions, statements, conclusions, and the appraiser's certification. 
2. I accept full responsibilily for the contents of this appraisal report including, but not limited to, the appraiser's analysis, opinions, 
statements, conclusions, and the appraiser's certification. 
3. The appraiser identified in this appraisal report is either a sub-contractor or an employee of the supervisory appraiser (or the 
appraisal firm), is qualified to perform this appraisal, and is acceptable to perform this appraisal under the applicable state law. 
4. This appraisal report complies with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice that were adopted and 
promulgated by the Appraisal Standards Board of The Appraisal Foundation and that were in place at the time this appraisal 
report was prepared. 
5. If this appraisal report was transmitted as an "electronic record" containing my "electronic signature," as those terms are 
defined in applicable federal and/or state laws (excluding audio and video recordings), or a facsimile transmission of this 
appraisal report containing a copy or representation of my signature, the appraisal report shall be as effective, enforceable and 
valid as if a paper version of this appraisal report were delivered containing my original hand written signature. 
APPRAISE\\oo '\ ( ~:~ __ SUPERVISORY APPRAISER (ONLY IF REQUIRED) ~.- ----- -- • ~ :'.",--·· ::i. Signature - . ;:,1gnature 
Name Harold E. {Hal} Carter Name 
Company Name Carter Aoeraisals Company Name 
Company Address 105 Pine Street Ste. 111 Company Address 
Sand11Qint, ID 83864 
Telephone Number208-263-9721 Telephone Number 
Email Address carteraeeraisals@frontier.com Email Address 
Date of Signature and Report Date of Signature 
Effective Date of Appraisal 2/8/2014 State Certification# 
State Certification# or State License# 
or State License # LRA 120 State 
or Other (describe) State# Expiration Date of Certification or License 
State ID 
Expiration Date of Certification or License 02/05/2015 
SUBJECT PROPERTY 
ADDRESS OF PROPERTY APPRAISED 
4687 Upper Pack River Road D Did not inspect subject property 
Sandeoint, ID 83864-5934 D Did inspect exterior of subject property from street 
Date of Inspection 
APPRAISED VALUE OF SUBJECT PROPERTY$ D Did inspect interior and exterior of subject property 
LENDER/CLIENT Date of Inspection 
Name 
Company Name Man,: Pandrea COMPARABLE SALES 
Company Address 4687 Ueeer Pack River Road B Did not inspect exterior of comparable sales from street 
Sandeoint, ID 83864 Did inspect exterior of comparable sales from street 





LOCATION MAI-' AUU!::: NUUIIII File No. 1-'ANUKt:A-t:A e>t: IVlt:N' 
Case No 
Borr01~f::.__ __ Su, .. ~ Easement _________ ----------- ----- ------------
ProoejyAddress __ 46871,!pyftr Pack River i~oad _ ------ ----- --- - -------, 
Cit, Sandpoint County Bonner Staie ID l!Q_Code 8386~ .. 
Lender/Cfient Mary_fandrea ------· --- ----------------- ---- Address 4687_(lpperPack RiverRoad Sand..QQlnt _ ID 83864_ _____ _ 
' 3 
t·h rJr,i,:11. 
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FLO( lilAP ADDEl'JDUM File No_ PAN[ E ASEMENT 
Case No. 
Borrcwer ___ §urface Easement ------- --------- --------- --- ________ ----- ------- -- ------- -- --------- --- -
2':g~rtv Address __ 4587 UQperPack River Road____ _____________ _ _________ ---------- - --------- - -------- - --- --------
~!Y. Sandpoint County Bonner State ID Zip Code 83864-5934 
t__s0_deriCi1ent ____ Ma,:y_ Pandrea _ ____ _____ _______ ____ ___________ ____ Addres_s _ 468..zJdQper Pack River Roadi Sandpoint. ID 838e-4 ______ _ 
Produced by ClickFORMS Software 800-622-8727 
086? 
Page 7 of 14 
Case l~o 
j='IQQerty Ad 4687 l!JJ;ier Pack River Road ____ ___ _ _______ ____ --- ----- --------- ---------- -
_g.!!i_ Sandpoint - - -- ------- Co®!Y______ Bonner State ID Zip Code 83864-5934 
Lender/Client Marv Pandrea ___ ___ Address ___ 4687_ Upper Pack River Road, Santl_point. ID 83864 _____ _ 
This exhibit is an aerial photo of the entire property 
Sentry Dyna mics, I nc. and its 
customers mak e no representations, 
warrdnt1es or conditions, express or 
implied , as to the accura cy or 
completeness of information 
contain ed in this re port 
I 
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Case No 
~;:•Ad~ ;r_Pack River Road __ _ --- --- __ :=~~~~- ==~:-~~==--- ---=-=~~--~:------ - -----------
Qi!Y_,_§§lndpoint ---------- ---- ____ __ gQl!0!Y_ _____ ____ ________ Bon,~er State ID Zip Code 83864- 5934 
Lender/Client ___ ~j:andrea___ _____ _ _ __ __ Address 4687 L!.212_er Pack River Road, Sancl_Q_Qint, ID 83864 __ _ 
This exhibit is the same aeria l as the preceding pholo only this exhibit also shows the two different easement routes for the property. ''A'' 
is the existing easement that basically runs along the northeast boundary of the property and "B" is the route designated by the court 
Both routes have been marked by the appraiser and are for informational purposes on!y The various property lines are described by 
/l.lliance Title Company who provided the photos 
Sentry Dynamics, I nc. an d its 
customers make no representat ions, 
warranties or condrt1ons , express ar 
implied, as to the accura cy or 
completeness of rnfomiation 
contained in this report. 
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This survey map was produced by Lance Miller and shows the easement according to the description provided by the "Kari Clark 
sun1ey• 
SITE SURVEY FOR MARY P ANDREA 
LOCATED IN A PORTION OF SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION IL 
TOWNSHIP 59 NORTH, RANGE 2 WEST, a M., BONNER COUNTY, IDAHO. 
HED 
5''\:' 






\~~~~-~ TRAILER & \* ADDITION. 
1' = 40 FEET 
~ ±6.8' 
CENTERLINE OF ',I'<', 
ROAD AS SURVEYED - , , , 
g ~~~~~ti N:NgF '( &'-)'-
EASEMENT AS SHOWN ~~')_ 
ON KAR l CLARK ~')$..., /,'{-
SURVEY. ~,, / <:'J,;j 
!O' ll!DE~'' 1 8' 
LEG END ,· v--. """" EASEMENT ' ' ' t',4~ 
o 5/8' REBAR 111TH YELLOW ~- .::'</' 
PLASTIC CAP BY PLS 5087. <._, °' 




BASIS OF BEARING 
RECORD OF SURVEY BY PLS 7877 
FOR KAR I CLARK. 
LANCE G. MILLER. P.L.S. 
PO l!DX 2523 
SANDPOINT, ID. 83864 
(208) 263-1533 
I 
EXHIBIT D- Legal description Easement B Fi!e No. PANDREA-EASEMENT · 
The following is the survey and description of the easement marked "B" on !he preceding aerial photo. 
the POINT OF BEGINNING, encompassing an area of l OA23 acres. 
2 ~ogetbtt with and subject to an easement appurtenant to the land for ~ 
3 / ~ and egress through and over the parcel awarded to Plaintiff Mary E, 
Pandrea as the servient parcel and estate, legally described above, which 













An easement for ingress and egress in the Southeast Quarter (SEl/4) of 
Section Eleven (11), Township Fitly-nine (59) North, Range Two (2) West 
of the Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, being the width of the 
existing road, Ten (10) feet wide in most~ and Eighteen (18) feet wide 
at Tavern Creek, the centerline of which being more particularly described 
as follows: 
Commencing :rt a point on the north line of said SEI/4 which is N 
89' 58'35" E, 192.12 feet from the northwest corner of the SE 1/4; thence, 
leaving said north line in a perpendicular direction S 00'01 '25" E, 1206.24 
feet; thence, parallel to the north line of the SEl/4, N 89'58'35 "E, 735.50 
feet to the POINT OF BEGINN1NG; thence, along the centerline of the 
existing road the following Eighteen (18) courses: N 53°36'45" W, 14.68 
feet; thence N s1•45•14n W, 127.78 feet; thence N 11.36'34" W, 60.72 reet; 
thenceN27'17'41" W,46.23 feet; thcnceN 41°06'08" W, 65.0l feet; 
thence N 37'00'58" W, 123.36 feet; thence N 48'25'01" W, 39.22 feet; 
thence N 68'04'12" W, 33.29 feet; thence S 88.47'17" W, 50.82 feet; thence 
S 72'13'13" W, 61.82 feet; thence S 89'01'10" W, 39.41 feet; thenceN 
80.35'06" w, 91.70 feet; thence S 45'20'45" w, 62.42 feet; thence S 
75'06'38" W, 20.35 feet; thence N 67'44'51" W, 41.20 feet; thence N 
17 45°19'28" W, 56.10 feet; thence N 21"58'55" W, 65.10 feet; thence N _/ 
18 
L?5'39'I6" W, 69.95 feet to the terminus of this easement. 
19 IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND 
20 DECREED that the Decree of Partition set forth herein shall be effectual forever, and 










On all persons named as parties to the action, and their legal 
representatives, who have at the time any interest in the property divided, or 
any part thereof, as owners in fee or as tenants for lire or for years, or as 
entitled to the reversion, remainder or the inheritance of such properly, or 
of any part thereof, after the determination of a particular estate therein, and 
who by any contingency may be entitled to a beneficial interest in the 
property, or who have an interest in any undivided share thereof, !IS tenants 
for years or for life. 
On all persons interested in the property, who may be unknown, to whom 
REVISED JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF PARTITION - 4 
This exhibit is the 
EXHIBIT F Pandrea legal description File No. PANDREA-EASEMENT 
description for the Pandrea parcel as described by JR.S. Surveying, Inc. 
The Court having entered its Decision Re: Court Trial on August 16, 2012, and 
2 having further clarified its August l 6, 2012 Decision in its Decision on Defendant's 
3 
4 
Objection to Proposed Judgment entered on January 15, 2013, and further having 

























its finding of fact and conclusions oflaw, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that: 
The following desciibed twelve and 739/lOOOs (12.739) acres of real property and 
any appurtenances thereon are hereby awarded !o Plaintifl1Counterdefendant, Mazy E. 
Pandrea: 
A tract ofland situated in the Southeast Quarter (SEl/4) of Section 
Eleven (11), Township Fifty-nine (59) North, Range Two (2) West of l:he 
Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, being a portion of that parcel 
described in Insmnnent No. 396781 and a portion of that parcel described 
in Instrument No. 226223; more particularly described as fullows: 
Commencing at a point on the north line said SEl/4 which is N 89"58'35" 
E, 192.12 feet from the northwest comer of the SEl/4; thence, leaving said 
north line in a perpendicular direction S oo·or2s" E, 429.57 feet; thence, 
parallel to the north line of the SEI/4, N 89"5S'35" E, 541.07 feetto the 
southwesterly comer of that parcel described in Instrument No. 389489 and 
the TRUE POINT OF BEGlNNJN'O; thence, along the easterly line of that 
parcel described in Instrument No. 396781 the fo11owing Four ( 4) courses: 
S 59•40•43• E, 68.17 feet to a 5/8" rebat; thence S 59•39'23" :E, 205.36 feet 
to at• diameter pipe; thence S 21"14'18" E, 244.81 feet; thence S 
21·21'34" E, 223 .83 feet to the most northerly comer of that parcel 
described in Instrument No. 525386, which is marked on the ground by a 
5/8" rebar; thence, leaving said easterly line and along the northwesterly 
line of that parcel described in Instrument No. 525386, and shown on 
Amended Record of Survey, Instrument No. 851908, byPLS 5087, S 
33"59'06" W, 256.10 feet to a 5/8" rebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 5087; 
thence N 18°17112" W, 68.13 feetto a 5/8" rebar and plastic cap stamped 
PLS 5087; thence, along the centerline of Tavern Creek the following Four 
(4) courses: S 49"40'51" W, 27.86 feet; then..-e S 32'16'50" W, 27.58 feet; 
thence S 40'48'08'' W, 36.23 feet; thence S 14•53•30•• W, 1152 feet; 
thence, perpendicular to the thread of the Pack River S 07°3727" W, 7.69 
feet to the tlu-ead of the Pack River as it was found to exist July 9, 2013; 
thence, along the thread of the river the following Five (5) courses: N 
REVISED JUDGMENT ANP DECREE OF PARmION • 2 
Case No 
Borrower ce Easement _ 
Pro_Q§!~-- s _4687 UJJper Pack River Road -----·-- --------------···- -------·----------·-·-·--···-------------------···---· -··· 
C:ty Sandpoint -------- -- County _____ __ ___  Bonner ___________ State _ ID _ ZiQ_Code _ 83864-5934 _  _ 
c.enger/Client _Marv Pandrea Address 4687 Upper Pack River Road. Sandpoint. ID 83864 
This exhibit is a copy of a topographic map intended to show 1) location of property/area which is almost center on the page. 2) the 
severity of the mountain ridge which forms the northeast boundary for this entire valley and 3) easement "A" which has been in existence 
since the original map was made. 
NATIOr~AL 
GEOGP.APHIC 
TOPO' map printed on 02/09/14 from "Untitl ed.tpo" 
11F'34.000' W WGS84 I 16"31.000' W 
Thi "' MN 
15" 
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File No. PAt-. .A-EASEMENT 
Appraiser License Certificate Case No. 
Bureau of Occupational Licenses 
Department of Self Governing Agencies 
The person named has met the requirements for licensure and is enlitled 
under the laws and rules or the State of Idaho to operate as a(n) 
LICENSED RESIDENTIAL APPRAISER 
/, I W1L ( •r-~-'1 
Tana Cory 
Chief, 8.0.L. 
HAROLD E CARTER 
105 PINE ST STE 111 



























KARJ A. CLARK, ORDER DISMISS.ING APPEAL 
Supreme Court Docket No. 41960-2014 




Ref. No. 14-174 
JOHN F. THORNTON, 
Aggrieved Party-Appel1ant. 
l. A Notice of Appeal was filed . in the district court on March 7, 2014, from the ORDER 
DENYING JOHN F. THORNTON'S MOTION TO INTERVENE AND MOTION TO 
STAY entered by District Judge John P. Luster on March 10, 2014; however, John F. 
Thornton was not listed as a party in this action. Any unnamed party must apply for 
standing as an aggrieved party in order to appeal a decision in the district court, pursuant to 
I.A.R. 4; therefore, this Court issued an ORDER CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING 
APPEAL on March 25, 2014, and allowed counsel for John F. Thornton to file a Response 
and proceedings in this appeal were SUSPENDED until further notice. 
2. An OBJECTION TO DISMISSAL OF APPEAL with attachments was filed by counsel . for 
Appellant on April 9, 2014. 
This Court having reviewed the Appellant's OBJECTION TO DISMISSAL OF APPEAL with 
attachments; therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the above entitled appeal be, and hereby is, DISMISSED as not 
being from a final , appealable order or judgment from which a Notice of Appeal may be filed. 
DATED this ~5 day of April, 2014. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
Mary E. Pandrea,pro se 
District Court Clerk 
District Judge John P. Luster 
By Order of the Supreme Court 
Stephen W. Kenyon,lerk 
ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL - Docket No. 41960-20 I 
Apr 25 2014 4:4 PM RICHARDKKUCKPL C 
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3 408 Sherman Suite 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1320 
4 Te]: 208-667-3600 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
9 
MARY E. PANDREA, a single wom~ ) 
) 
























KARI A. CLARK, a single woman ) PLAIN1IFF'S MOTION FOR 
individual and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) RECONSIDERATION 
Clark Trust u/a Dated June 21, 2010; ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman ) 
individual and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark and Mary A. Pandrea Revocable ) 
Trust, u/a April 9, 2002 and Dated June , ) 
20 l O and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 





MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman ) 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark and Mary A. Pandrea Revocable ) 
Trust, u/a ApriJ 9, 2002 ) 
) 
" Counter-defendant ) 
"' COMES NOW the Defendant/Counter-claimant, KARI A. CLARK, and 
DEFENDANT CLARK'S RESPONSE TO PLAThi1TIFF'S MOTION 
FOR RECONSIDERATION - 1 
087:f 
Apr 25 2014 4:41PM RICHARDKKUCKPLLC 2086673379 
1 respectfully responds to the Plaintiffs February 2014 Motion Reconsideration 






Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 11 ( a)(2)(B) provides a mechanism for a trial court to 
6 entert..ain a pa.rty's motion to reconsider an interlocutory order :provided that the motion to 
7 reconsider is filed within fourteen (14) days of the entry of the final judgment 
8 By rule, the Court's judgment is not to contain the court's legal reasoning, findings 
9 
of fact, nor conclusions oflaw, and the Court's Final Judgment and Decree of Partition as 
IO 
entered in this case conforms to that rule, LR.CP 54(a). 
11 
12 The Plaintiff views the Court's entry of its Final Judgment and Decree of Partition 
13 on January 14, 2014 as an event that opens the door to yet another round of 
14 reconsideration of interlocutory orders already entered and reconsidered by this Court, 
15 
although she has come up with some new arguments which she believes support her 
16 
17 
requested relief. The continued target of the Plaintiff's new round of post-trial motions is, 
18 
as it has been over the past fifteen months, the easement along the "existing road' that the 
19 Court ordered in its January 15, 2013 Decision on Defendant's Objection to Proposed 




Because the orders that the Plaintiff complains of have each already been the 
subjects of her prior motions to reconsider, and because Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 
24 
1 l(a)(2)(B) does not contemplate the reconsideration of a final judgment itself. the 




Now for the first time, more than a year and a half after the Court ordered a 
DEFENDANT CLARK'S RESPONSE TO PLAfrJTIFF'S MOTION 
FOR RECONSIDERATION - 2 
p.2 






notably she does not object to the partition itself. 
Secondly, the Plaintiff alleges that the Court's partition does not provide her an 
6 easement across her O'W!l property for access to her own property, an allegation 1Nh.ich is 
7 clearly preposterous. In the alternative, she now wants the Court to fashion an easement in 
8 her favor across the Clark parcel to her parcel, even though her parcel is directly accessed 
9 
10 
by an easement that both she and the Thomtons argued that she enjoys across the Thornton 
property and which has been the route of access to both the Pandrea parcel and the Clark 
11 
12 parcel for over half a century. The Court may recall that at the trial of this matter Pandrea 
13 tried to obtain consideration from Clark for a bridge that Pandrea's former husband had 
14 replaced in the furtherance of that access back in the 1980s. 
Third, the Plaintiff argues value has been negatively impacted 
e easement which access to the Clark parcel a 
7 
18 





Finally, the Plaintiff alleges that is no evidence upon which the Court could 
the way to the Clark parcel. 
PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 
Once agai~ the Plaintiffs motion is entirely ba-;ed upon the fact that she objects to 
24 
the easement along the existing road which this Court provided for in its January 15, 2013 
25 Decision on Defendant's Objection to Proposed Judgment. 
26 This is the fourth time that the issue of the Court's ordered easement across the 
27 Pandrea parcel to the Clark parcel has been before the Court follo~ing trial either via a 
28 I 
I DEFENDAW CLARK'S RESPONSE PLAINTIFF'S MOTION I FOR RECONSIDERATION 3 
p.3 
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Chronologically, partition action was tried to the in June, on the 
Plaintiff's Complaint seeking a partition by sale and the Defendant's counterclaim seeking 
5 
a partition in kind. During trial, the Plaintiff changed her position on a sale and joined in 
6 the Defendant's request for a partition in kind. 
7 Following trial, the Court requested that the parties each submit proposals for a 
8 physical partition of the property. The Defendant requested that the Court restore the 
9 
10 
ownership of the parcels to title as it existed prior to the creation of the tenancy in 
common, which is the result contemplated by the parties by then dissolved trust. 
11 
12 The Plaintiff however, proposed a partition in kind with a dividing line running 
13 generally north to south giving the Plaintiff eleven (11) acres of what she believed to be a 





er post-trial brief, the Plaintiff provided the Court with a drawing depicting her proposed 
partition. 
Aa result of the trial the Court found that the Plaintiff had invested sums of money 
19 into a tree farm and paid some expenses associated with the property that she should 
20 receive compensation for, but rather than order a compensation payment, ~e Court 




eleven (11) acres of property \Vith the Defendant receiving (9) nine. 
Accordingly, in its August 16, 2012 Decision Re: Court Trial. the Court ordered 
25 the Plaintiff to present a survey consistent with her proposed partition and expressly 
26 specified that "access to the nine acres and the Clark parcel shall be by easement." August 
27 16, 2012 Decision Re: Court Trial, p. 8. The Court further ordered that Pandrea prepare 
28 
DEFEl\Tii.\]'ff CLA.R.K'S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
FOR RECONSIDERATION - 4 
p.4 
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II 
1 legal descriptions for the division of the properties which she had proposed in her post-




Re: Court Trial, p. 8). 
Rather than comply with the Court's order, Pandrea chose to present the Court with 
6 an entirely new and non-conforming survey which wouJd have awarded her all of the 




Further, Pandrea entirely ignored the Court's specific order to describe an easement 
to the Clark parcel, but rather referenced access to the Clark parcel from a forest service 
road at the mountain top. 
11 
12 Pandrea's failure to follow the Court's instructions for the partition required th.at 
13 Clark file an objection to Pandrea's non-conforming partition and to notice her objection 
14 for a hearing, which was held on November 21, 2012. The issue of an easement for Clark 
15 
along the existing road was central to that hearing. The Court decided the issue of the 
]6 
17 
easement along the existing road in its January 15, 2013 Decision on Defendant's 
Objection to Proposed Judgment. The Court's decision on the location of the easement 
18 





"Most important; Clark's suggestion is consistent with the Court's ruJing. 
Additionally, Clark's parcel, as the dominant estate should enjoy easement 
access via the existing road across Pandrea's senr.ient parcel." 
anuary 15, 2013 Decision in Defendant's Objection to Proposed Judgment. p. 4. That 
issue has been the subject of constant wrangling from the Plaintiff since leading to the 
24 
25 Plaintiffs filing of her instant motion to reconsider that identical issue three hundred and 
26 eighty-eight (388) days later, on February 7, 2014. 
27 
28 
In fact, issue has been raised three times previously by Pandrea in post-trial 
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II 
Motion for Reconsideration 
on March She filed was represented 
counsel. She then re-filed her Motion for Reconsideration of Trial Decision nearly a year 
on April 26, 2013 after her counsel withdrew. She also simultaneously filed another 
6 pleading which she titled 'Re-filed Objection to Ruling Based Upon Clouded Title and 




Subsequent to those filings, in carrying out the Court's directives, Clark's surveyor 
demonstrated that the parties did not in fact own a comer of the property to be awarded to 
Clark, which required a re-calibration of the partition. During that process Clark's 
l1 
12 surveyor discovered that Pandrea and Clark actually owned more acreage than they 
13 thought they owned and Clark accordingly prepared a revised survey for adoption by the 
14 Court reflecting proportionately larger parcel sizes for each party using the Court's 
1/9 
issues were not discovered by Pandrea's survey; frankly because 
18 
Pandrea' s instructions to the surveyor were self-serving and Pandrea did not survey the 
19 Clark parcel at all. In any event, Pandrea did not oppose dimensions of the parcels 
20 rovided in Clark's revised survey nor did she oppose the location 




Then, on August 3, 2013, four-hundred and twenty-five (425) days after the 
conclusion of the trial, Pandrea filed a Motion to Amend Complaint and to Add 
24 
25 Defendants. Shortly thereafter a neighbor, John Thornton, by and through his wife acting 
26 as his attorney, filed a Motion to Intervene in this matter and also filed a lawsuit against 
27 / Clark alleging that although Pandrea had an easement across the Thornton property, that 
'8 
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Thornton and Pandrea argued would negate the easement 
across supported 
argument in that regard both before this Court and before Judge Mitchell in the Thornton 
5 
v. Pandrea and Clark matter, Bonner County Case No. CV-2013-1334. 
6 This Court denied the Thornton's Motion to Intervene in trJs matter and on April 
7 25, 2014 the Idaho Supreme Court dismissed the Thornton's appeal of that denial for 





At the time of the October 18, 2013 hearing on Pandrea' s re-filed motion to 
12 econsider this Court once again rejected Pandrea's arguments regarding Clark's easement 
13 along the existing road and entered its Order Denying the Plaintiff's Re-filed Motion to 
14 Reconsider. The Court ordered that Clark prepare a survey reflecting the actual acreage of 
15 
the proposed partition and further ordered Clark to describe the easement to fae Clark 
16 
1, ...... ,,,,.,.,. 1 along the existing road. 
17 
18 
In compliance v.ith the Court's October 18, 2013 Order, Clark prepared a 
19 conforming survey and prepared legal descriptions for both the Clark parcel and the 
20 Pandrea parcel and for the easement, each of which has been adopted by the Coun and 
21 ordered by its January 14, 2014 Final Judgment and Decree of Partition. 
22 
23 
It is the entry of that Revised Judgment and Decree of Partition on January 24, 
24 
2014 that Pandrea has seized upon as providing her yet another opportunity to ask the 
25 Court to again reconsider the issue of the easement 
26 Since the entry of the Court's January 24, 2014 Final Judgment and Decree of 
27 Partition many events have occurred that reinforce the wisdom of this Court's earlier 
28 
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l rulings. First, the Idaho Supreme Court has dismissed the Thornton's appeal of this 
2 
Court's Order denying their motion to intervene. Second, Judge Mitchell ruled 
3 
4 
strongly that Clark, and by inference, Pandrea, have an easement appurtenant across the 
5 
Thorntons' real property which provides access for Pandrea to her parcel and access by 
6 Clark to the easement across the existing mad tJ:-.irough the Pandrea parcel. Third. in 
7 litigating the Thornton matter, a letter was discovered \\rhich was written by Mary Pandrea 
8 to Tucker Engineering Consultants on November I 0, 1976 \\1hich demonstrates Pandrea 's 
9 
10 
clear understanding that the then newly created Clark parcel would be accessed by the 
existing road. In that letter, Pandrea instructed Tucker Engineering Consultants in the 
11 




"Also, on the tract identified as the 'Wilma tract', could you please add a 
clause as you did on Carie's (sic) tract stating that she would have the right 
of ingress and egress on the existing road into the o]d log house and down 
through the meadow." 
16 The .. Wilma tract" refers to Wilma Mican, another sister of Pandrea and Clark. Mrs. 
J 7 Mican testified at the trial of this matter and owns the real property located just south of 
18 
the new Pandrea parcel, but which prior to this Court's partition, shared a common comer 
19 
with the Pandrea parcel and the Clark parcel. 'Carie's tract' refers to the former Parcel II 
20 
21 
owned by Kari Clark, now the 'Clark parcel' in this matter. For clarity, Kari Clark spelled 
22 her name 'Carrie' back in the 1970s before she had the spelling changed. A true and 
23 correct copy of Pandrea' s November l 0, 1976 letter to Tucker Engineering Consultants is 





effect or consequence, but it does lend context to Pandrea' s present argmnent against the 
Court's easement. 
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L The Court's Final Judgment and Decree of Pa..'1:ition conflicts \vith Idaho statutes 
because it works great prejudice upon her. 
2. Pandrea's property was not awarded any ingress or egress. 
3, Pandrea's property value has been negatively impacted by the easement to the 
Clark parceL 
4. The record matter does not adequately define the • existing road' forming 
the route of the Clark easement. 
1. The Legal Status of PlaintijTs New Morion to Reconsider. 
l (a)(2)(B), a party may bring a motion 
18 









A motion for reconsideration of any interlocutory orders of the court 
made at before the entry of final judgment not 
than fourteen (l days after the entry of the final judgment A motion for 
reconsideration of the trial court made after entry of final 
judgment may be filed within fourteen (14) days from the entry of such 
order; provided, there shalJ be no motion for reconsideration of an order 
the trial court entered on any motion filed under Rules 50(a), 52(b), 
59(a), 59(e), 59.1, 60(a), or 60(b). 
As has been her practice, unwilling to accept the Court's decisions in this matter, 
following the entry of the Court's January 14, 2014 Final Judgment and Decree 
Partition, Pandrea has filed another motion asking the Court to reconsider its 
27 
In 
28 150 doing, she continues to prolong this matter and cause hann and unnecessary expense to 
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1 Clark 
2 In compliance with Idaho Rule of Procedure 54(a), however, 
3 
January 14, 2014 FinaJ Judgment and Decree of Partition does not contain any findings of 
4 
fact nor any conclusions of law for the Court to reconsider. The final judgment merely 
5 
6 gives effect to interlocutory findings and <..~nclusio:ns which have already been subject to 
7 Pandrea's prior motions to reconsider. 
8 The location of the easement horse for example, is not just dead, but has entirely 
9 
decayed by this point. What Pandrea seeks to do by her newest motion is simply to 
10 
introduce new arguments on issues which have already been reconsidered by this Court in 
11 
12 conjunction with her previous motions. 
13 The Coun' s Final Judgment and Decree of Partition reflects the factual and legal 
14 decisions made by the Court as contained in its August 16, 2012 Decision Re: Court Trial 
15 





The Court has already considered. and rejected Pandrea's motion to reconsider that 
19 decision. The fact that she has concocted new arguments on those issues does not 




I.R.C.P. 1 l(a)(2XB) does not provide for a motion for reconsideration of a final 
·udgment. It provides for a motion for reconsideration of interlocutory orders. If a party 
disagrees with the Court's Judgment, the proper procedure is to appeal the Judgment- not 
24 
25 to bring another motion for reconsideration. 
26 I.R.C.P. 54(a) specifically provides that "[a] judgment shall not contain a recital of 
27 pleadings, the report of a master, the record of prior proceedings, courts legal reasoning, 
28 
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The judgment ent:en::a in this matter does not contain the court's legal reasoning, 
nor any of its findings of fact or its conclusions of law. For that reason, there is nothing to 
reconsider. 
5 
6 The Idaho Court of Appeals has visited this issue. In the case of Lowe v. Lynn, 
7 103 Idaho 259,646 P.2d. 1030 (Idaho App. 1982) the Court attempted to characterize a 
8 litigant's motion to reconsider a memorandum decision with new evidence which was 
9 
10 
presented after the entry of a final judgment. The Court of Appeals equated the motion as 
either a motion to later or amend a judgment under LR. C.P. 59( e) or a motion for relief 
11 
12 from a final judgment under I.R.C.P. 60(b). In either event the moving party must 
13 emonstrate good cause for the submission of new evidence and a showing of the 














HC?wever, where-as in this case-the motion for 
"reconsideration" raises new issues, or presents new 
information, not addressed to the court prior to the decision 
which resulted in the judgment, the proper analogy is to a 
motion for relief from judgment under Rule 60(b ). That rule 
requires a showing of good cause and specifies particular 
grounds upon which relief may be afforded. Hendrickson v. 
Sun Valley Corporation, Inc., 98 Idaho 133, 559 P.2d 749 
(1977). As with Rule 59(e) proceedings, the right to grant, or 
deny, relief under the provisions of Rule 60(b) is a 
discretionary one with the trial court. Johnston v. Pascoe, 
100 Idaho 414, 599 P.2d 985 (1979). Here, the buyers have 
failed to show good cause for submission of De\V 
information to the court after a decision had been entered. 
We conclude that they have demonstrated no abuse of 
discretion by the district court in denying their motion to 
"reconsider". Our conclusion and the standard upon which 
we base it, are also consistent with the requirement of 
showing good cause to re-open a case, following trial. See 
Smith v. Smith, 95 Idaho 477,511 P.2d 294 (1973). 
28 Lowe v. Lrn supra. 103 Idaho 259 at 262. 
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Even 
4 matter form and 
can be deemed to be properly before the 
Pandrea's motion lacks factual and legal merit 
as a 
5 First, she attempts to abandon her previously asserted position on the partition. At 
6 
trial, Pandrea abandoned her request that the Court order the property sold and instead 
7 
during trial proposed a partition in kind. With the understanding that the parties were 
8 
9 expressly consenting to a physical partition, Clark consented to the Court's partition of the 
IO property without the appointment of referees. 
11 Now, for the first time, nearly two years after trial, Pandrea seems 10 argue that the 
12 
property cannot be partitioned "'ithout great prejudice to her. Her filings however make it 
13 




artition. That row has been hoed. 
At the 
t",, . 




acreage to Pandrea and 
easement across the Pandrea 
Re. Court Trial on l 
acreage to Clark and that Clark's access would be by 
21 
attempt to convince the Court to award her all of the jointly-owned property, neither party 
22 has complained of, nor requested, that the Court reconsider that ratio of division. 
23 Despite her original request for the sale of the property as contained in her 
24 Amended Complaint, at the of trial, Pandrea consented to a partition in kind and 
25 
26 
cannot now complain that an in kind partition cannot be accomplished without great 
prejudice to her. 
27 
28 Having consented to a partition in kind and having proposed the partition ratio that 
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Next, Pandrea re-alJeges her previously rejected argument that another easement 
serves Clark's parcel and that Court has created a "secondary easement"in violation oflaw. 
5 
6 Pandrea complains that she "is expected to suffer the burden t.liat a secondary 
7 easement. .. has created." Her "secondary easement" argument is apparently based on her 
8 assertion that there is another easement that serves Clark's parcel. Pandrea raised that 
9 
argument previously in the context of Clark's objection to Pandrea's first proposed 
10 
partition and after revie¥.ring maps and charts provided by both parties, the Court rejected 
11 
12 it finding that it would be unreasonable to require Clark to access the waterfront areas of 





Further, the only express easement that serves Clark's parcel is the one contained 
the deed by which Clark took possession of Parcel II in 1991. That deed describes that 
easement as a "30.0 foot easement for a road right of way and utilities on existing road as 
18 
surveyed or to be surveyed." Judge Mitchell's recent ruling in the Thornton matter has 
J 9 confirmed that Clark has an express easement appurtenant across the Thornton property 




Pandrea's further argument that her "property has not been awarded any ingress or 
egress" in the Court's judgment. while simultaneously arguing, with the Thorn.ton's 
assistance, that she has an express easement appurtenant across the Thornton property to 
24 
25 her parcel demonstrates the degree to which she is willing to abandon reason for avarice in 
26 this matter. 
27 
28 
In her Memorandum, Pandrea admits an easement to her property already exists, 
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1 stating: "There is no ,.u.,,.., ... ,,., as to whether or not there is already a legally ,.."'"'"''-"-'"'"' 
2 
easement on record 
3 
property driveway 
located on the Thornton property," and ''Pandrea has not requested that this Court describe 
4 
an easement to her Parcel I, only that this Court allow the right-of-way easement that has 
5 
6 been on record since 1980. 
11 She then argues that this Court's judgment somehow 






Pandrea funher deliberately misquotes Judge Mitchell's Decision in the Thornton 
v. Pandrea/Clark quiet title action in order to try to bolster her claims regarding the 
easement in this case. 
Pandrea quotes from Judge Mitchell's January 6, 2014 decision in Bonner Cowity 




While the language of the easement identifies no dominant or servient 
estate, it gives a right of access to Pandrea and Clark (as co-tenants for 
Paree] I only) for a road right of way and for utilities, which serves the land 
directly as opposed to Pa.11drea and Clark personally." 




arenthetically limiting the use of the easement to Parcel 1 only. By deliberately doctoring 
Judge Mitchell's decision to suit her interests, Pandrea is attempting to deliberately 
mislead this Court on the issue of Clark's access to the easement that this Court has 
21 
22 awarded to her. 
23 This Court's duty pursuant to Idaho Code §6-512 is to partition the property 





4'1f it be alleged in the complaint and established by evidence, or ifit appear 
by the evidence without such allegation in the complaint, to the satisfaction 
of the court, that the property, or any part of it, is so situated that partition 
cannot be made without great prejudice to the owners, the court may order 
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made express and consistent findings as to those 
5 
rights and has ordered a partition the property in accordance 'h'ith those findings. The 
6 effect of Bonner County Jand use codes on the use oft-he partitioned property may 
7 conceivably have been relevant at one time to the determination of the "respective rights 




kind and proposed the ratio of division which the Court ultimately adopted. 
Pandrea has not proven any actual prejudice to her use of the property by reason of 
12 the Court's partition and the associated easement, rather she merely speculates that at 
13 some time in the future characteristics of the partition could effect the marketability of her 
14 property to speculative buyers. 
Further, nearly two after and a year and a half after the Court fixed 
16 
speculation about the potential 
17 
18 
on property value 
is not the 
partition may 
CONCLUSION 
The entry of the Court's Judgment and Decree of Partition does not provide a 








If the Court does find that the Plaintiff's motion is procedurally proper, for the reasons 
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thisooilday April 2014. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
9 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of April 2014 I caused to be served a 
10 true and correct copy of the foregoing document. by the method indicated below, and 



















Mary E. Pandrea 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
j,,l_ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid. 
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803 :N.E. 1c>8i:h .lve. 
Vanoouve:r, WA. 9866-i-
November 10~ 1976 
filamc you tor sewling the property dosoriptione for the two 
p~ls of 1..and for Wilma and tbe GraYe S1te. I ~ea11y do 
appreaia'be this very muoh. 
I spoke with ~ur as-91stant whiJ.e I was a SQl.dpoil!rt early 
in October l:!Jld he se:i.d that you still had l30t recei.v.a pay-
ment t'l'Oll1 the 119mk. l halve w:ri tttu:i. them :ail!nl!rous l.ett,e:rs 
to .DI) e.va:U. l had oome very olc•e to f:felli.'Jsl& the tim~ 
to Brand "S" OOl'l)-ol'eit:!.o:D in LaClede; but uow the-y- say "they 
do t1£lt bavtt the ~s, SQ ! jJna,gine it Will be spri.Dg be-fore 
we are able to sell ar:r:,- land now, . or tilnber. I · aln really 
sorry that you have b&.a. to wait ~o lo~ :for pm,m.emt. ! know 
;vou "111 be paid, but you bav'e 'bt!irel'I. more tball patient. Y(}i<%' 
usieten1i said that ;rou bad µaced a lean ageinst the p:rapert;y, 
arul that s'.ooul.d insure yeur payment. It i.a un:to:rtunate 'that 
you mid to do tb:is ju.st to get paid, but the benk has been 
very l aix in all aealitlgs I bl!lve had With t.hEilri in regard to 
tbis t:ru.et so I am sure that you are more than justilied i:c 
doing so. 
;r do have a :few questions and I hope this will not ineonvem.imce 
' rsu too m~,.M!,~~!.,,_offfl!iw• . .. ,.Len~,Jiw.~~~-"~~_,~.tn&~ .... i?at 
~ ""·~ '~.,., tl!il- ~~ 
~~~a.,,1.,~} .... ~ ,+iM~"'1J.wa,.-11 •.• ~~.9,omi. 
~~~- Oould you possibly- Write u.p .. a new desartptfoii"l,r,,,, 
enow"'tliecu.rrent boundary li.ntrS OD the north and West U the 
deaoript:t.ou would 'be d.ifi'erent on both o~ 't.hese bolltlda:ry ll.aea; 
also artat.ing .t.J:¥rt tb:is i• 200 feet more or 1 e$'S te tmcompasa 
tl:Je small creek. I doo' t laww ~otly bow to go about ohsng:i.Dg 
the current description., and! de,.2:~~~A... 
.~ .,;~ .... .R~..,..;i..&,g.,imtQ~~~~ -If ,ou have 
·,my qu.et1tio111e, please let me loaow. 
EXHIBIT 
I A 
p . 1 7 




1 am going to .beve deeds t;ypad up for bot.b of the girls as well 
as the deed for the g..:"ll{VeBi te, right-away, emd I 'WW:lt to mal!ie 
·.sun that I ba'Vt'l everythul,g nght. 
I wemt to tha:ok J'OU a&a:irl for dc:dx:;g th:i.s :for me. I appre-
ciate ~t so l!Uah. 
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KARI A. CLARK, a single woman ) 
individual and as a trustee of the Kari A. ) 







KARI A. CLARK, a single woman ) 
individually and as a trustee of the ) 
Kari A. Clark and Mary A. Pandrea ) 
Revocable Trust, u/a April 9, 2002 and ) 
Dated June 21, 2010 and as trustee of ) 
of the Kari A. Clark Trust u/a Dated ) 
June 21, 2010 ) 
Counter-claimant 
vs. 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as trustee of the Karl 
A. Clark and Mary E. Pandrea 












Case No. CV-2011-835 
DECISION ON PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR FEES AND COST 
This litigation was commenced by the Plaintiff, Mary Pandrea on her behalf, as 
an individual. On September 23, 2011 her amended complaint sought a partition and 
accounting relating to approximately 20 acres of property along the Pack River that she 
owned as tenants in common with her sister Kari Clark. The defendant responded by 
filing an answer and counterclaim that essentially sought a partition and accounting as 
well. The dispute between the siblings included alfegations by Pandrea that Clark had 
1 
0888 
inappropriately transferred trust property to herself. Pandrea also sought an accounting 
based upon improvements she made on the property. Clark also sought an accounting 
based upon allegations that Pandrea made inappropriate and unauthorized alterations 
to the property. 
Despite efforts by the parties to resolve the case through mediation the matter 
proceeded to trial before the court. At trial Pandrea abandoned her request for a court 
ordered sale of the property and both parties sought a resolution from the court that 
would partition a share of the property to each of them. The court ultimately agreed with 
the proposed partition advanced by Pandrea but did not provide the full measure of 
reimbursement that she sought. The ruling of the court also provided for an easement 
through Pandrea's parcel for Clark to access her parcel. Pandrea has contested the 
location of that easement. 
A number of issues surf aced after trial that resulted in a significant delay before 
the court was able to enter a final judgment on January 24, 2014. On February 7, 2014 
Pandrea filed a timely Motion for Cost and Attorney Fees. Her motion was supported by 
a memorandum seeking cost of$ 2,276.76 and fees of $52,833.50. She also filed an 
affidavit in support of her request setting forth fees incurred when she was represented 
by counsel. On February 21, 2014 Clark filed a timely Motion to Disallow Attorney Fees 
and Cost with a supporting Memorandum. On March 21, 2014 a hearing was 
conducted on the question and the matter was taken under advisement. 
Attorney Fees 
Typically whenever the court considers the issue of awarding attorney fees the 
court must address a number of threshold questions. First the court must determine if 
2 
proper parties are 
prevailing party; then it 
court; next there needs to be a determination of the 
established that there is an underlying basis award 
fees. Once these threshold questions are determined the court then determines the 
appropriate amount of fees to be awarded. 
Initially there was some confusion in this case whether Pandrea was a proper 
party for an award of attorney fees. During the lengthy period after trial but prior to entry 
of the final judgment Pandrea represented herself. The Idaho Supreme Court has ruled 
that a pro se party can never be awarded attorney fees. Curtis v. Campbell, 105 Idaho 
705, 672 P.2d 1035 (1983). At the hearing Pandrea clarified that her fee request was 
based upon the fees incurred while she was represented by counsel. This was verified 
by her affidavit referring to billings from Attorneys Marfice and Desmet and paralegal 
fees from the firm. 
The appropriate 
award fees. In her 
Procedure 54(e)(1) or the 
the court in this case is whether a legal basis exist to 
she seeks fees based upon Idaho Rule of Civil 
Idaho Code 6-545. She further asserts a basis 
under contract in referring to Clark/Pandrea revocable trust. 
Idaho has long followed the "American Rule" which provides that attorney fees 
are to be awarded only where they are authorized by statute or contract. Hellar v. 
Cenarrussa, 106 Idaho 571,682 P.2d 524 (1984). This rule is embodied in Rule 54 (e) 
(1) that provides that the court may award attorney fees to the prevailing party when 
provided by statute or contract. 
At the hearing the court rejected the application of Idaho Code 6-545 as a 
to award fees as requested by Pandrea. Title 6 of the code pertains to actions in 
3 
particular cases. Chapter 5 covers partition of real estate. Idaho Code 6-545 provides 
as follows: 
6-545. COSTS OF PARTITION -- APPORTIONMENT TO PARTIES 
LIEN. The costs of partition, including reasonable counsel fees, 
expended by the plaintiff or either of the defendants for the 
common benefit, fees of referees, and other disbursements, must 
be paid by the parties respectively entitled to share in the 
lands divided, in proportion to their respective interests 
therein, and may be included and specified in the judgment. In 
that case they shall be a lien on the several shares, and the 
judgment may be enforced by execution against such shares and 
against other property held by the respective parties. When, 
however, litigation arises between some of the parties only, the 
court may require the expense of such litigation to be paid by 
the parties thereto, or any of them. 
This statute appears to be a court management tool to assign cost in a complex 
partition case regarding sums expended for the common benefit, referees and 
disbursements rather than a statutory basis to award fees to a prevailing party. It also 
infers that the entire cost ,,.,Ltu, .... be proportioned based upon the respective interest in 
the property involved. It be argued that since Pandrea received a larger share of 
the property at issue her responsibility for all fees incurred would be greater than Clark. 
Pandrea's next argument is that Clark, acting as trustee on behalf of the Clark/ 
Pandrea Trust violated the terms of the trust agreement Pandrea refers to the conduct 
by Clark that forced her to file the lawsuit seeking the partition, whereby Clark violated 
the terms of the April 9, 2002 Clark/Pandrea Trust by inappropriately removing property 
from the trust. 
Clearly attorney fees can be awarded when they are provided for by contract. 
Thomas v. Arkoosh Produce, Inc., 137 Idaho 352, 48 P.3d 1241 (2002). However, the 
underlying action must be brought under the contract or to enforce terms of the contract 
4 
for attorney fees to be awarded. Lane Ranch Partnership v.City of Sun Valley, 144 
Idaho 584, 166 P.3d 37 4 (2007). Pandrea's argument for fees under the trust agreement 
fails for a number of reasons. First, the lawsuit that she filed and pursued before the 
court was based upon her claims as an individual and not advanced on behalf of the 
trust Second, while her claim sets forth facts pertaining to Clark's violation of the trust 
terms, it does so as a basis to support a partition and not to enforce the terms of the 
contract. Finally, Pandrea does not set forth the specific contract provision upon which 
she relies as providing for an award of fees. 
The express provision of the contract must be examined to determine whether 
attorney fees are appropriate. In her memorandum Pandrea makes reference to the 
April 9, 2002 Clark/Pandrea Trust that was attached as exhibit 1-D to her Motion for 
Reconsideration filed on April 6, 2013. An examination of exhibit 1-D reveals a number 
of pages of documents including a Trust Agreement, Certificate of Revocable Living 
Trust, and Schedule A to the trust. There is no language that refers to an award of 
attorney fees should there be some action commenced relating to the breach of the 
terms of the Trust Agreement. 
Pandrea has not argued for a fee award based upon the provisions of Idaho 
Code 12-121, however her reference to Rule 54(e)(1) indirectly draws the court's 
attention to the language under the rule that allows for an award of fees where the court 
finds that the action was brought, pursued or defended frivolously, unreasonably or 
without foundation. The case involved two sisters who got along well over the years 
and consolidated their property ownership into common ownership. A falling out of 
substantial proportions led to a bitter family dispute resulting in a situation that a 
5 
continued co-tenancy in the prized family homestead was 
for the court draw on equitable powers divide the estate. While 
inappropriate behavior and misdeeds by the parties was reflected in the evidence, this 
court can not conclude that the action was brought, pursued, or defended unreasonably 
or without foundation to support an award under Idaho Code 12-121. 
In conclusion there is no legal basis upon which this court can conclude that an 
award of attorney fees to the Plaintiff would be appropriate. 
Costs 
Pandrea seeks an award of costs in the amount of $2,276.76. These costs are 
not Itemized in Pandrea's Affidavit for Costs and Attorney Fees. In her supporting 
memorandum she simply recites the provisions of Idaho Rule of CM! Procedure 54(d) 
(1 ). The rule delineates certain costs as a matter of right under 54(d)(1 )(C). 
Discretionary cost are referenced under 54(d)(1 )(D). It impossible 
determine whether Pandrea's claimed costs are appropriate 
the court to 
provision of the 
rule without an appropriate itemization. Such an itemization is required under the 
provisions of Rule 54{d)(5). 
on my behalf total $2,276.76. 
affidavit simply states: 4. Cost and expenses expended 
Even if the court chooses to disregard her inadequate supporting affidavit , 
Pandrea's request tor costs fails on other grounds. Rule 54(d)(i)(A) provides that costs 
as a matter of right shall be award to the prevailing party. 54(d)(1)(8) defines 
the prevailing party: 
In determining which party to an action is a prevailing party and entitled to 
costs, the trial court shall in its sound discretion consider the final 
judgment or result of the action in relation to the relief sought by the 
respective parties. The trial court in its sound discretion may determine 
6 
that a party to an action prevailed in part and did not prevail in part, and 
upon so finding may apportion the costs between and among the parties 
in a fair and equitable manner after considering all of the issues and 
claims involved in the action and the resultant judgment or judgments 
obtained. 
The court does not agree with Pandrea that she is the prevailing party in this 
action. It may be correct that the court adopted the proposed partition of property as set 
forth in her closing argument to the court, however, other determinations have not been 
resolved in her favor. She sought certain accountings for expenditures that the court has 
rejected and did not prevail on her opposition to an easement in favor of Clark across 
her parcel. Pandrea has aggressively attacked the Court's ruling in her post trial 
motions and has, yet, another pending Motion for Reconsideration. Obviously she does 
not consider herself to have fully prevailed in this case. 
In exercising its discretion the court concludes that each party in this case 
prevailed in part and any basis for a cost award is offsetting. It is difficult conclude in 
a case of this nature that either party prevailed for the purposes of awarding costs. 
Both Pandrea and Clark came to the conclusion that their strained relationship 
prevented them from continuing as co-tenants. They ultimately agreed at trial that a 
partition decision by the court should award a portion of the property to each, and avoid 
a forced sale. The court entered such an order in an effort to equitably resolve this 
dispute. Each party walks away from this lawsuit with what the court determined to be 
their fair share. Cost are denied. 
Dated this 25th day of April, 2014 
7 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was faxed, mailed, U.S. mail, 
postage prepaid, or by interoffice mail, this day of April, 2014, to: 
Mary Pandrea 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Richard Keating Kuck 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1320 
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I am prose. My motion is being argued. Rule 59E. I am asking for 
decree to be modified. I am not here to raise new argument. 
Interpretation of great prejudice. The survey is in error regarding 
the road. Am asking to clarify how and where this was determined. 
Rule 59E proceeding afford the court to correct the error. I filed pre 
trial memorandum. A second easement would prejudice me. I got 
55% of the property. The partition has failed. I am referring to the 
easement It does not go across my property. There is only 
easement. Great prejudice has been established against me. My 
property is now worth 3500.00 per acre and there is a negative net ' 
difference between my property and hers. My 12 acres is worth 
$44,000 dollars and hers is worth more than mine by $7500.00 
dollars. This shows great prejudice. My property was appraised and 
surveyed. Both properties should be worth $5,000.00. Now a road 
has been put in for her easement. I spoke to Bonner County 
planning and she said I can't get a certificate of compliance. 
Wrthout a certificate of compliance I will never get a building permit 
and it will be difficult to sell. Idaho 601 code has not been 
considered. This has caused me great prejudice. I am left with 
property that I am unable to develop and my property has been 
devalued. I am bringing this to our attention. I also want to address 
my objections. I object to her bringing in new evidence regarding a 
letter I wrote over thirty years ago. That letter was written to the 
trust That letter was written in 1976. Parcel 2 did not exist at that 
time. I was helping my Mom with the trust Years later Kari was 
gifted parcel 10. EJeven years later parcel 2 was available to 
purchase, she purchased it 11 years after that letter was written. 
My other objection is about the lies that has been brought to this 
court. She slipped under the radar of Judge Mitchell just recently. 
Same players, just different lawyers. Clark does not explain in his 
report. Regardless of the outcome I want clarification regarding the 
survey. At th 
She did not specify the particularru'le 59E, when she filed this , , .. 
motion. :She fil~ i,n Feb 20-1 :t Sh,e.: want~ to re hash this issue .•- ,._ .. · ..• 
96 •. 
'.• 
about easement,: Case· law is very ~tear. She is seekjng relief. The 
motion was not brought as 59E. She filed this as a motion to 
reconsider, that is not a rule 59E. This not correct rule. She has not 
laid down groundwork and did not do so at trial . 
08:56:32 AM There are some rules I can consider. It should be a 59E and I may 
have to view it that way. Cites Low vs Lyn case, that covers these 
Judge issus. Low vs Lyn case, page 11 on our response. Rule 608 motion 
is really what we are looking at. It was ordered that access be 
granted by easement. Final judgment was entered Jan 2014. 
09:07:31 AM I have photographs that I can submit. Take judicial notice on the 
companion case with Judge Mitchell. That is a Bonner County 
case. She has brought a prior motion to reconsider. Judge Mitchell 
ordered gates to be removed. Gates have been taken down. That 
involves the Thomtons on the issue of the gate and access. So 
now we are back to same old issue. Trying to force Clark back up 
the hill. This issue has already been decided. I understand you 
could order relief. PL mis characterized the issue of prejudice. Ms. 
Pandrea decided she didn't want the partition by sale. That was 
stipulated. She is arguing about the decision about the easement. 
Mr Kuck that is not great prejudice. Ms. Pandrea has 12 acres, she was 
· compensated. We have covered this issue three times prior. We 
have reaffirmed the trial decision before. I have not seen the 
appraisal. There has been a lot of talk about existing roads. Court 
determined that Pandrea got compensation for tree farm and well 
by getting more property and from paying property taxes. 
Easement was adopted two years ago. It makes perfect sense to 
us about the road, it gets to parcel 2. I am not prepared to discuss 
the planning department. That is hear say, he said, she said. Not 
on the table to discuss today. Asking court to decline the motion to 
reconsider today. None of these issues were brought up at trial. 
Leave the judgment as it is. 
09:25:06 AM I am being prejudiced by the loss of $19,000.00 dollars. This impact 
statement tells the real story. Cites case law defining prejudice. 
:~drea Submits copy of citation to Judge Luster ro review. It is a VVisconsin 
case. 59E is reserved for errors. It is the proper rule for this 
hearing. 
09:29:20 AM 6501 is the argument today, that is what the statue refers to. I am 
09:31 :04 AM 
Judge struggling with it. 6501 refers to sale of_property and assets divided 
equally. I chose to divide the property. 
I have no problem with the partition. Problem is the easement that 
was granted. I have no privacy. I cant secure my place when I 
leave. I am subjected to bullies on my property. I have been greatly 
prejudiced. I do not want to sell the property. I want to bring up the 
fact that I filed this motion in Feb and I did not get a response in a 
timely manner. Did not meet with compliance. The updated Carter 
appraisal was submitted and he was given 7 days to review that 
which should have given him ample time. Reads Clarie response to 
7 
09:50:41 AM Judge 
Luster 
09:51:12 AM end 
- '2/2014 
...... 
court. This was done to discredit me. Mr Kuck needs to get his 
facts straight Object to the letter that he brought forward, it has no 
basis. Deeds are recorded in Bonner County. Exhibit 6. The parcel 
in that letter did not exist at that time. It was described in 1979. 
Prejudice is about the easement in Pandrea front yard. There is 
access on the upper access road. Judge Mitchelrs ruling is under 
reconsideration at this time and is set for a hearing. I am being 
harassed by her family. I am a elderly vulnerable person. I am 
being victimized by them. My rights are being violated. 1'2014 
decision was made and this access is 25 feet from my front door. I 
hired Mr. Carter to do a appraisal. I have lost value on my property. 
My property has devalued 30% from this decision .. It is a private 
road, US Forest Service does not own the road. That is a lie. 
It has been well submitted. I will take this case under advisement. 




























Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
(208)263-5494 
Plaintiff, Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
and as Trustee of the Kari A Clark Trust 
u/a/ Dated June 21, 0 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee Kari 








) AUGMENTED EXHIBIT FROM HEARING 
) DATED MAY 2, 2014 FOR PANDREA'S 
) MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF 












MARYE. PANDREA, a singJe woman ) 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A ) 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust,) 
u/a April 9, 2002 ) 
Counter Defendant. 
TO THE CLERK OF THE COURT: 
) 
) 
A HEARING was held on May 2014 in the Court of the Honorable John P. Luster on 
AUGMENTED EXHIBIT FOR MOTION FOR RECONSlDERA TION OF FINAL JUDGMENT AATI 



























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 2nd day of May, 2014, I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Richard K. Kuck 
RICHARD K. KUCK, P.C. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1320 
(208) 667-3379 
Courtesy Copy to: 
The Honorable 
Judge John Patrick Luster 
Kootenai County Courthouse 
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__ Overnight Mail 
X Hand Delivered 
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MaryP , ea 
PlaintifI: ~Se 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
(208)263-5494 
AUGMENTED EXHIBIT FOR MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF FINAL JUDGMENT AND 




Carter Appraisal as of November 8, 2010 
Pandrea/Clark properties valued at $5,000 
Per acre 
Carter Appraisal up-date as of February 8, 2014 Pandrea/Clark 
properties valued 
Per Acre - See Below 
As a Result of Decree of Partition Entered January 24, 2014 
(l) Pandrea's parcel is now devalued by up to 30% as 
a result of the Court Ordered easement through 
Pandrea 's front yard. 
(2) 
Total value of the two properties at full market value 
Prior to the devaluation of Pandrea's property is as follows: 
Pandrea Acreage: 
Clark Acreage: 
12.739 (55% of total acreage) 
10.423 ( 45% of total acreage) 
Total Acreage: 23.162 Acres 
Value of Clark Parcel at $5,000/acre 
Value of Pandrea Parcel at $5,000/acre 
Total Value of 23.162 Acres without 
The Court Ordered Easement Through 
= $52,115.00 
= $63,695.00 
Pandrea's Front Yard =$115,810.00 
I 
CV201 
(3) Result of Decree of Partition Entered January 24, 2014 with 
Court Ordered Easement Through Pandrea's Yard: 
Value of Clark Parcel remains at $5,000/acre = $52,115.00 
Value of Pandrea Parcel reduced to $3,500/acre = $44,586.00 
Total Value of 23.162 Acres with the Court 
Ordered Easement 
( 4) The overall devaluation* of the total acreage 
With the Court Ordered Easement through 
Pandrea's Front Yard 
= $96,701.00 
= $19,109.00* 
(5) Clark's property value at $52,115.00 is now 54% of the total value 
of the property. Clark's property value has maintained its full 
value. 
(6) Pandrea's property value at $44,586.00 is now 46°/o of the total 
value of the property. Pandrea's property value has decreased by 
$19,109.00 .. 
(7) Resolution: 
Return the properties to their value prior to the partition. This would 
require each parcel having one easement, that being the described easement that 
each parcel has on their respective deeds of record upon severance from the H.F. 
Clark and Edith E. Clark Trust. 
B. Divide the properties as indicated on the JRS Survey Map, Exhibit "A" to 
the final Decree of Partition entered January 24, 2014. 
C. RESULT: Each parcel would be valued at $5,000 per acre and neither 
Pandrea nor Clark would be prejudiced. 
D. EFFECT: Idaho Code§ 6-501 could be effectively met. Pandrea's Parcel 
{I) would be valued at $5,000 per acre. Clark's Parcel {II) would be valued at 
$5,000 per acre. Neither party would be "greatly prejudiced". The overall value of 
the two properties would be maintained at full market value. The partitioning 
would not result in a decrease in the property value. 
2 
· · Li 
1 .1\1ary E. Pandrea 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
























Defendant, Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 






MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman ) 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust,) 
u/a April 9, 2002; and ) 
) 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman ) 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust,) 
u/a April 9, 2002 and as Trustee of the Kari ) 
A. Clark Trust u/a Dated June 21, 2010 ) 
NO. CV-2013-1334 




Hearing Date: To be Announced 
Time: To be Announced 
Honorable John T. Mitchell Presiding 
Kootenai County Courthouse 
P ANDREA'S MOTION TO VOID JUDGMENT 
COMES NOW, Mary E. Pandrea, Pro Se. does herby submit her Motion to Void 
Judgment entered in favor of Clark on April 30th, 2014 as is allowed under Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure Rule 60(b) whereby "[o]n motion and upon such terms as are just, the court may 
relieve a party or his legal representative from a final judgment, order, or proceeding". 
Pandrea brings this motion based on Clarks' lack of standing to quiet title in an easement 
belonging to property owned by Pandrea. Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 17(b) defer to the 
"laws ofthis state" in determining a party's capacity to sue. 

























not own property that was conveyed to the Thornton Property 
("Thornton Property") and does not have a right to the easement reserved in that conveyance. 
Pandrea owns the property that was conveyed and now owns the only legal easement 
right in the Thornton Property as a result of that conveyance. This was determined in CV 2011-
835 on January 24, 2014 by way of a Final Judgment and Decree of Partition filed in that case 
as Pandrea was awarded all of the property that originally conveyed the land where the easement 
is reserved. 
Pandrea is the only proper party reserving use of an easement in the Thornton Property 
and therefore, submits the following Memorandum in support of her Motion to Void the 
Judgment that was entered on April 30, 2014. 
WHEREAS, Pandrea prays for relief by voiding the Judgment entered on April 30th, 2014 
in favor of Clark's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment. 
Respectfully Submitted this 8th day of May, 2014, 
PANDREA'S MOTION TO VOID JL1JGMENT-2 
drea 
4687 U er Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
(208)263-5494 
Defendant, Pro Se 
1 CERTIFICATE OF SER"1CE 
2 
I hereby certify that on the 8th day of May, 2014 I served a true and correct copy of the 























Attorney for Plaintiff 
4685 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
Joel P. Hazel, ISB #4980 
WITHERSPOON KELLEY 
The Spokesman Review Building 
608 Northwest Blvd., Suite 300 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 
83814-2124 
Courtesy Copy to: 
The Honorable John T. Mitchell 
Kootenai County Courthouse 
P0Box9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-9000 
Marv Pandrea 
P ANDREA'S MOTION TO VOID JUDGMENT-3 
US Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Facsimile 
Facsimile: (208) 255-2327 
US Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Facsimile 
Facsimile: (208) 667-8470 
US Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Facsimile 
Facsimile: (208) 446-1188 
Mary P drea 
4687 Up er Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
(208)263-5494 
Defendant, Pro Se 
Ma~ 15 2014 2:42PM 
II 
Rir:HARDKKUCKPLLC 
I Richard K Kuck, ISB No.3875 
2 
RJCHARD K. KUCK, P.C. 
P.O. Box I 
3 408 Sherman A venue, Suite 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1320 
4 Tel: 208-667-3600 
Fax: 208-667-3379 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COU1\1TY OF B01\1NER 
9 
MARYE. P ANDREA, a single woman, ) 
) CASE NO. CV-2011-835 
) 10 Plaintiff, 
) DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO 
11 vs. 
12 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
) CONSIDERATION OF PLAINTIFF'S 
) POST-HEARING FILINGS 
) 





Clark Trust u/a Dated June 21, 2010, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW Defendant, KARI A CLARK, to Idaho 
18 
Procedure 7(B)(3)(A) and 7(B)(3)(E) respectfully submits her objection to the 
19 consideration of the following materials submitted by the Plaintiff following the May 2, 
20 2014 hearing held on the Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration of the Judgment and 




1. Augmented Exhibit filed on May 8, 2014. 
2. Plaintiff's letter to the Court of May 9, 2014 and the attached purported case 
25 filings from Bonner County Case No. CV-2013-1334. 
26 The grounds for the Defendant's objection are that Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 
27 7(B)(3)(A} a.11d 7(B)(3)(E) generally require that motions together with any supporting 
28 
DEFE1'.TI~~rs OBJECTION TO CONSIDERATION OF 
PLAINTIFF'S POST-HEARING FILINGS- 1 
0 !JO f! 
fl'. 1 
Ma~ 15 2014 2 42PM RirHARDKKUCKPLLC 2oar::i:;7337s 
1 materials be filed with the Court and served on the opposing party not Jater than fourteen 
2 
(14) days to the set for the hearing on the motion. The reasoning behind the rule 
3 
4 
is sound. The opposing party must have the right to consider and integrate those materials 
5 
into their response and argument. The Plaintiff's May 8 and May 9, 2014 filings are not 
6 timely under those rules. 
7 Each of the Plaintiff's post-hearing filings contains additional arguments for the 




time of her hearing. 
Further, the Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of the Judgment and Final 
12 Decree was taken under advisement by the Court at the time of the on May 2, 2014 hearing 
















The Defendant respectfully requests that the Court decline to consider the 
Plaintiff's May 8 and May 9, 2014 filings as it decides her pending Motion. 
The Defendant does not request oral argument on this objection. 
DATED this /5;_.day of May 2014. 
RICHARD K. KUCK, PLLC 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO CONSIDERATION OF 
PLAINTIFF'S POST-HEARING FILINGS - 2 
p.2 























I CERTIFY that on the day of May 
e correct copy of the foregoing document, 
addressed to the following: 
:Mary Pandrea 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
-:KU.S. Mail, postage prepaid. 
[] Fax transmission 
[] Hand delivered. 
[ ] Overnight mail 
RJCHARD K. KUCK, PLLC 
Richard K. Kuck 
~tl:utaey for Defen~ 
DEFENTIANT'S OBJECTION TO CONSIDERATION OF 
PLAINTIFF'S POST-HEARING FILINGS - 3 
p.3 
a 
. CO i • r: 1A\ Q\ ST. 
In the Supreme Court of tJl~SStfte of_T~ho 













JOHN F. THORNTON, ) 
) 
Aggrieved Party-Appellant. ) 
CLERK Ol5)nur·~ « 
- oEPU1't' 
REMITITTUR 
Supreme Court Docket No. 41960-2014 
Bonner County No. 2011 -835 
TO: FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT, COUNTY OF BONNER 
The Court having entered an Order dismissing this appeal April 25, 20 14; 
therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORYERED that the appeal herein be, and hereby is, DISMISSED. 
DATED this J.. /B--day of May, 2014. 
cc: Mary E. Pandrea, pro se 
Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
f\-1AR Y P ANDREA, a single woman, 
P lainti:ff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
and as Trustee of the Kari A. Clark Trust 
u/a/ Dated June 21, 2010 
Defendant. 
) 




) PLAINTIFF MARY PANDREA'S 
) RESPONSE TO CLARK'S OBJECTION 
) TO EXHIBIT M1D REQUEST FOR 
) JUDICIAL NOTICE 
) 
) 1.R.C.P. 7(b)(3)(A)(B) 
) lR.C.P. 7(b)(3)(E) 
) lR.C.P. 43(e) 
) lR.E. 103 
) I.R.E. 201 (c)(e)(f) 
_____________ ) LR.E. 401 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION 
Cornes now the Plaintiff, Mary E. Pandrea, appearing pro se, does hereby submit her 
response to Defendant Clark's objections to evidence submitted in support of Mary Pandrea's 
motion under Rule 59(e)1 which was heard on May 2, 2014. 
Rule 59(e) proceedings afford the trial court the opportunity to correct errors of both fact or law that had 
occurred in its proceedings; it thereby provides a mechanism for corrective action short of an appeal. First 
Security Bank v. Neibaur, 98 Idaho 598, 570 P.2d 276 (1977). 



























ARGUMENT OPPOSING OBJECTIONS 
The Pandrea/Clark Impact Statement 
The exhibit submitted by Pandrea during the hearing on May 2nd 2014 did not contain any 
information that was not already included in Pandrea's Motion to Reconsider. The exhibit simply 
summarized for this Court the Carter Appraisal from 2010 and the Carter Appraisal in 2014 which 
showed the difference in the value of the properties before and after the partition action. This 
information was on record as of April 23, 2014, which was timely fiJed 14 days prior to the 
hearing as required under I.R.C.P 7(b)(3)(B)(Affidavits to be submitted 7 days prior to hearing). 
Specifically, the Affidavit of Mary Pandrea in Support qf A1otionfor Reconsideration of 
Final Judgment and Decree of Partition, Exhibit "A" which was a true and correct copy of the 
Appraisal Report of 4687 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, 83864, prepared for Mary 
Pandrea, as of2-8-2014 prepared by 105 Pine Street, 1] 1, Sandpoint, 
Idaho, 83864. Idaho Rules Procedure Rule states in part a motion is 
based on mets not appearing ofrecord the court may hear the matter on affidavits presented by 
the respective parties. 
Additionally, this information was provided in Pandrea's supporting reply brief whereby 
she argued that "[m]onetarily, Pandrea's per acre value $5,000 would be diminished by up to 
30%" (Pandrea Reply Brief P. '113). This would the two parcels together 
under this partition than if they were to be sold. (Id) It is undeniable that Pandrea would be 
prejudiced by this partition, whereas removing the court appointed secondary easement would not 
devalue the Clark parcel. A partition can be made without prejudicing either party. (Id) The 
established test of whether a partition in kind would result in great prejudice to the owners is 
"whether the value of the share of each in case of a partition would be materially less than his 




























money that probably obtained the V. 
419 Oregon, 244, P. 2d 9 Citing: Idema v. Comstock, 131 Wis I I 8, 110 NW 786, 120 Am St 
Rep 1027; Afarshall & Ilsley Bank v. DeWolf, 268 Wis 244, 248, 67 NW2d 380; Williamson 
Investment Co. v. Williamson, 96 Wash 529, 165 P 385. See, also, Leavitt v. Benzing, 91 NH 
118, 82 A2d 86; Freeman, Co-tenancy 718, § 542; 4 Thompson on Real Property, 1961 
Replacement, 309, § 1828. (Id., P.10, 12). Under LR.CP. 59{e) it is proper to correct errors in 
law used in determining the fina] judgment. (Id, P.3 12).Pandrea is not questioning the partition 
as a remedy in equity granted by this Court; she is simply bringing to the attention of this Court 
that the resulting Final Judgment and Decree of Partition does not satisfy the spirit ofldaho Law 
under Idaho Code§ 6-501. (ld.J 
Secondly, one important benchmark of admissibility is relevance. The Idaho Rule of 
Evidence 402 states, in part, 
The goal of this rule is to allow parties to present all the evidence that bears on the issue to be 
decided, and to keep out all evidence that is immaterial or that lacks probative value. Evidence 
that is offered to help something that is not at issue is immaterial. Obviously, summarizing 
for this Court the relative findings of Mr. Hal Carter's appraisal is indeed material. 
Moreover, under Idaho Rules of Evidence Rule 103, "Error may not be predicated upon a 
ruling which admits or excludes evidence unless a substantial right of the party is affected". 
Clark does not address any right that might be affected, only that she believed information to 
be "untimely", which it was not. 
Lastly, Clark arguably waived her objection to the Carter Appraisal from both 2010 and 
2014. Mr. Carter appraised the two parcels (23.162 acres) at $5,000 per acre in 2010($115, 
810.00 value) without any objection from Clark. Mr. Carter re-assessed his appraisal based on 
the second judicially described easement for parcel (II) across Parcel (I) and estimated up to a 



























a reduction $ m ofthe 162 acres the 
23 acres would only be worth $96,701.00, a net loss of $19,109.00 after the partition. Again, 
Clark did not object to this, nor argue in her response brief, why this evidence is not relevant 
(I.R.E. 401). 
Clark's objection is untimely and baseless and should be over-ruled by this Court. 
Judicial Notice of Court Filing in CV-2013-1334 
Pandrea was entitled to provide court records already on file with the District 
Court and it is appropriate for the Court to take judicial notice of those records. Public records, 
such as court filings, are appropriate for judicial notice. Atlas Mining Co .. 670 F.Supp.2d 1128, 
1139 (D. Idaho Sept. 25, 2009) (citing U.S. v. 14.02 Acres of Land More or Less in Fresno 
County, 547 F.3d 943, 955 (9th Cir. 2008)). 
What is not proper, is trying to prejudice the proceedings on May 2, 2014 by delivering a 
signed judgment of a decision in Judge Mitchell's Court right in the middle of the hearing. 
Obviously, as evidenced by this Court's confusion, Clark had not properly requested this Court 
take judicial notice of Judge Mitchell's judgment. Therefore, Pandrea did not have timely notice 
of this "procedurally inefficient" judicial notification of the judgment to this Court, and no 
opportunity to respond. Idaho Rule ofEvidence 20l(e) states that "[a] party is entitled upon 
timely request to an opportunity to be heard as to the propriety of taking judicial notice and the 
tenor of the matter noticed. In the absence of prior notification, the request may be made after 
judicial notice has been taken. 
Furthermore, Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 20l(c) clarifies that "[w]hen a court takes 
judicial notice of records, exhibits, or transcripts from the court file in the same or a separate 
case, the court shall identify the specific documents or items that were so noticed. As this Court 



























not even why to 
noticed" anything, yet by simply reading the document during the hearing it was certainly 
taken into account. 
In response, Pandrea properly submitted to this Court a publicly filed document titled 
"Pandrea's Motion to Void Judgment" that was entered in CV-2013-1334. The purpose of this 
was for this Court to take judicial notice of the arguments submitted therein as the judgment 
Clark submitted during the May 2, 2014 hearing may be "void". Pandrea's motion to void was 
based on the fact that as the only legal property O\\'ner to the dominant estate in this action, 
Pandrea undoubtedly has standing to challenge Clark's lack of standing. Pandrea further argued 
that even "strangers to the record" have standing to attack a void judgment if the judgment, given 
effect and enforced against them, would adversely affect their rights. State ex rel V. 
318 P2d 498 (1994) (quoting Hughes v. Casualty Or 
383 P2d 55 (1963)) that, identically, under can be 
attacked at any time by any person adversely affected by it. Bums v. 1 Idaho 480, 
486, P.3d 502, 508 (2003). 
Quite concernedly, Judge Mitchell denied Pandrea's motion to "void" judgment 
without argument stating she "was not a party" but failing to recognize that she was indeed a 
"person adversely affected". The Memorandum and Decision are forthcoming. 
Clark fails to indicate this judicial notice in any way affects her rights, again 
arguing that it is untimely. The time for taking notice under Idaho Rule Evidence 201 (f) 
indicates that "[j]udicial notice may be taken at any stage of the proceeding". 
Pandrea's submission of her Motion to "Void" the Judgment in CV-2013-1334 was not, fact, 
untimely, and Clark's objection should be overruled. 






























Mary E. Pandrea respectfully this Court overrule the objection made by Clark and 
allow her filings to stand as part of the record in this case. 
Respectfolly Submitted, 
Dated: May 29th, 2014 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION-6 
Mary drea 
Plaintiff, Pro Se 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 




























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 29th day of May, 2014, I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Richard K. Kuck 
RICHARD K. KUCK, P.C. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 816-13 20 
(208) 667-3379 
Courtesy Copy to: 
The Honorable 
Judge John Patrick Luster 
Kootenai County Courthouse 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-9000 
RESPONSE TO OBJECTION-7 
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For the Court: 
Stephen W. Kenyon 
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In the Supreme Court of thiStat*boildaho 
MARYE. PANDREA, ) 
) 
Plaintiff-Counterdef endant-Respondent, ) 
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IT IS HEREBY ~i~~~A~~ 
DATED this ---'£__,_ __ 
cc: Mary E. Pandrea, pro se 
Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Judge 














Supreme Court Docket No. 41960-2014 
Bonner County No. 2011-i35 cv 
OF BONNER. 
be, and hereby DISMISSED. 
vs. DE?)lJTY DECISION ON PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman ) 
individual and as a trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark Trust u/a Dated June 21, 2010 ) 
Defendant. 
KARI A. CLARK. a single woman 
individually and as a trustee of the 
Karl A. Clark and Mary A. Pandrea 
Revocable Trust1 u/a April 9, 2002 and 
Dated June 21, 2010 and as trustee of 
of the Kari A. Clark Trust u/a Dated 
June 21, 2010 
Counter-claimant 
vs. 
MARY E. PANDREA, a single woman 
individually and as trustee of the Kari 
A. Clark and Mary E. Pandrea 























This case was filed in May of 2011 and tried before the court in June of 2012. A 
Decision Re: Court Trial was entered in August of 2012. A Final Judgment and Decree 
of Partition was entered on January 24, 2014. During the year and a half between the 
court decision and the final judgment a number of issues were presented to the Court 
for review. An accurate procedural background has been set forth in Defendant Clark's 
0 19 
0 r\ Ii 
1 
Response Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration the court sees no need 
additional recitations. 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54(a) provides a judgment Is flna! if either It 
has been certified as final pursuant to subsection (b)(1) or judgment has been entered 
on all claims for relief, except cost and fees, asserted by or against all parties In the 
action. The judgment shall be a separate document and shall state the relief to which a 
party is entitled. A judgment shall not contain a recital of pleadings, the report of a 
master, the record of prior proceedings, the court's legal reasoning, findings of fact or 
conclusions of law. The Court's January 24, 2014 Final Judgment and Decree of 
Partition conforms with the rule. 
Pandrea filed her Motion for Reconsideration on February 7, 2014. Rule 11(a)(2) 
(B) allows a party to bring a motion for reconsideration of any interlocutory order 
provided it Is filed within fourteen (14) days. Pandrea's current motion is similar to 
previous ones submitted to this She has been dissatisfied by the determination 
by the Court that Clark was granted an easement for ingress and egress across the 
Pandrea parcel. The Court is sympathetic to Pandrea's concerns regarding the impact 
of a servant restriction on her property, however, these considerations have been taken 
up by the Court, considered and decided in earlier rulings. 
Pandrea has previously challenged the easement by asserting that no access 
road ever existed through parcel one, she has asserted that an easement by necessity 
can not be established, she has argued that the Court has unlawfully created an 
easement across the neighbor's property and that Clark has no way to access the 
easement created by the court. These and other arguments have been addressed by 
2 
the Court. Additionally the question of access to both parcels across the Thornton 
No. 
CV-2013-1334. 
Pandrea currently asserts that the easement has negatively impacted her 
property value, causing her great prejudice. She has asserted diminution of value and 
limitations on her ability to future market her property. This is all based on new evidence 
she seeks to offer asserting that the partition has resulted in great prejudice to her and 
that the decision of the Court is a violation of Idaho Code 6-512. 
Pandrea essentially seeks to litigate the partition case anew. Her constant 
change in her approach to this matter has been frustrating. Initially Pandrea sought a 
court-ordered sale of the jointly owned property. At trial she agreed with Clark that the 
property should be split and provided a proposed partition that the Court largely 
adopted. She refused to prepare the decree as directed by the Court. A serious of legal 
challenges to the Court's decision ensued, primarily focused on her objection to the 
easement. The Court rejected an earlier post-trial effort to amend her complaint and 
pursue claims that were not included in her initial complaint. Now, Pandrea wants to 
return to her original stance that a partition of the property cannot be made without great 
prejudice to the owners. There comes a time for finality in a trial court's ruling and for an 
aggrieved party to pursue an appeal, if they so desire. 
Procedurally Pandrea's motion is defective. Rule 11 (a)(2)(8) provides for review 
of an interlocutory order, not for reconsideration of a final judgment . While this court 
could properly consider the motion as motion to amend the judgment under Rule 59(e) 
or a motion for relief from a final judgment under Rule 60(b) a showing of good cause 
3 
0 
' 1 4 
J + 
must be made to justify consideration of new evidence. Lowe v.; Lynn, 103 Idaho 259, 
646 P.2d 1030 (Ct.App. 1982). The Court recognizes its discretion to grant relief from a 
final judgment under certain provisions of the civil rules, however1 this court Is not 
satisfied that a basis for that relief has been established. 
The Motion tor Reconsideration is hereby denied. 
Dated this 2nd day of June, 2014 
John Patrick Luster, Senior District Judge 
4 
N 
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No. 3 8 
Marx E.. Pandrea 
Full Name of Party Flllng DoCl.lmenl 
4687 Upper Pack Rlv§r Road 
Mailing Aadl'e$S (Street or Pott Office Bo)() 
§angpolnt. Idaho 8~§4 · 
City, state end Zip Code 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
FOR THE STATE OF lOAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
MARY E. PANDREA a single woman 
Plalntfff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman and a 
Trustee of the Kari A. Clark Trust u/a Dated 
June 21. 201 o 
Defendant. 
Case No. CV-2011-835 
ORDER RE: FEE WAIVER 
Having reviewed x Defendant's Motion and Affidavit for Fee Waiver, 
~ COURT ORDERS the waiver <Jf prepaid fees. 
O THIS COURT DENIES the waiver because the Court finds the applloent Is not Indigent 
pursuant to Idaho Code §31--3220. 
Date:. J-1 l-J L,I 
ORDER RE: FEE WAIVER 







I certify that a copy of this 
Mi!Y E. Pangrea . 
(Name) 
~681 Upper Pac!s Ri'!er Roag 
Saagpolnt ldah2 8~8§4 
(City, State, and Zip CQde) 
(Name) 
(Street or Post Office Address) 
(City, Stat., and Zip Code) 
Qt{OER RE: FEE WAIVER 
CAO FW 1-10 1127/2010 
CERTIFlCA TE OF SERVICE 
was served: 
D By United Statfas mall 
in'aY personal delh,1er; 
Q p 
V 
D By fax (number)-------
0 By United States mail 
D By personal dellvery 






STATE OF tDAHO 
courHY OF BON ER 
FIRST iAL DIST. 
2m, JUL 1 '"I Pfl z 25 
CLERK DISTRICT COURT 
bro»~ 
DEPUTY 
TO: THE ABO\lE RESPONDENT, Clark, THE 
PARTY'S ATTORJ'41EY, Richard Kuck, P.O. Box 1320 408 Sherman 
205, Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816~1320, A.~ll THE CLERK OF THE ABO\'E-
ENTITLED COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE OF BO~'NER IN THE STATE OF JUJ.C,CAA~ 



























""'"'·rt ........ Court 
Bank of America Building 
Front Avenue, Suite 2 
OF APPEAL-7 
B 
~f.fi££ c~~ ,_ 
Residence ~.l\"-' \J vo, I.;), t 9 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the o:ii"" ~ , 2014, I served a true and correct 
foregoing by the method indicated belo ~d ~ressed to the following: 
Richard K. Kuck 
RICHARD K. KUCK, P.C. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1320 
(208) 667-3379 
Courtesy Copy to: 
The Honorable 
Judge John Patrick Luster 
Kootenai County Courthouse 
P0Box9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-9000 
Clerk of the Court 
Ann Dutsen-Slater 
215 South First Avenue 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
NOTICE OF APPEAL-9 
US Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 











Appellant; ro Se 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83 864 
(208)263-5494 
ofthe 
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
MARY E. P ANDREA, a single person, ) 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A ) 
Clark and .Mai-y E. Pandrea Revocable Trust 










KARI A. CLARK, a single person, a single ) 
person, individually and as Trustee of the Kari ) 
A. Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable ) 
Trust u/a dated June 21, 2010 and as Trustee of ) 







DISMISSING APPEAL FOR A FINAL 
JUDGMENT 
Supreme Court Docket No. 42333-2014 
Bonner County No. 2011-835 
This Appeal is taken from several Orders and the REVISED JUDGMENT AND 
DECREE OF PARTITION file stamped in District Court on January 24, 2014. It appears that a 
final judgment, that does not reference any prior proceedings, has yet to be entered by the District 
Court in compliance with LR.C.P. 54(a); therefore, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the NOTICE OF APPEAL be, and hereby is. 
CONDITIONALLY DISMISSED, for the reason the January 24, 2014 judgment contains 
procedural history and therefore is not considered a final judgment that complies with I.R.C.P. 
54(a). The Appellant must obtain a final judgment from District Court within twenty-one (21) days 
from the date of this Order, if Appellant cannot obtain a final judgment within twenty-one (21) 
days, Appellant shall file a RESPONSE with this Court as to why a 6.nal judgment was not entered. 
IT FURTIIER IS ORDERED that proceedings in this appeal shall be SUSPENDED 
until further notice. 
ORDER CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING APPEAL- Docket No. 42333-2014 
cc: Mary Pandrea,pro se 
Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Reporter 
District Court Judge 
of July, 4. 
Ju 24 Z014 11:01AM RICHARDKKUCKPLLC 2086673379 
Richard K. Kuck, ISB #3 87 5 
RICHARD K. KUCK, PLLC 
P.O. Box 1320 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816-1320 
Telephone: (208) 667-3600 
Fax: (208) 667-3379 
Email: Richk@rk1aw.com 
Attorney for Respondent 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BONNER COUNTY 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman. 
Plaintiff/ Appellant, 
vs. 
KARI A CLARK, a single woman, and 
as Trustee of the Kari A. Clark Trust u/a 
dated 21,, 2010, 
__!?etendant/Counterclaimant/Respondent. 
) Case No. CV-2011-835 
) 
) RESPONDENT'S REQUEST FOR 








TO: THE ABOVE NA\1ED APPELLANT AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE 
ENTITLED COURT 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Respondent in the above-entitled 
proceeding hereby requests pursuant to Rule 19, I.A.R., the inclusion of the following 
material in the clerk's record in addition to that required to be included by the I.A.R. and 
the notice of appeal. Any additional transcript is to be provided in D hard copy 
0 electronic format @ both: 
1. Reporter's transcript: No additional transcript requested. 
RESPONDE1'.'T'S REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL TRANSCRIPT Page l 
0936 
p. 1 
Ju 24 2014 11:01AM RJr.HARDKKUCKPLLC 20866733?9 
Record: Additional record requested as follows: 
I a. 11/20/2012 j Defendant's Objection to Proposed Judgment and Decree ofr\..,_i;.iuu 
I I and Request for Hearing 
b. 1/10/2013 Affidavit of John Marquette in Support of Plaintiff's Proposed 
Judgment 
c. 1/15/2013 Decision on Defendant's Objection to Proposed Judgment 
d. 12/17/2013 Motion for Entry of Final Judgment 
e. I 12/2712013 Defendant/Counter-Claimant•s Motion for Entry of Final Judgment 
I 
l 
f. 2/21/2014 Defendant's Motion to Disallow Attorneys Fees and Costs to Plaintiff 
Mary E. Pandrea 
I g. 2/21/2014 Defendant's Memorandum in Support of Motion to Disallow Attorneys 
I 
Fees and Costs to P1aintiffMary E. Pandrea 
/ h. i 3/7/2014 Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Motion to Disallow Attorney Fees 




3. Exhibits (civil cases only): 
4. I certify that a copy of this request was served upon the c1erk of the district court 
and upon all parties required to be served pursuant to Rule 20. 
Dated this~ day of July 2014. 
RESPONDENT'S REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL TRANSCRIPT - Page 2 
0937 
'°. 2 
Ju 4 11:01AM R ~HARDKKUCKPLLC 20fH~S73379 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Plain.ti IA ~ellant 
Clerk of the District Court 
Bonner County 
215 S. First Avenue 
. Sandpoint, ID 83864 
~ 
on thea~ day 
manner a true and correct foregoing: 
i [ ] 
i [ ] 
I [ J 
lw 




U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile: 208-265·1447 ___ __, 
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IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE F~it 1:i;JPJCI4Lt ;QI~~CfT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR~fY:OTIONf.Tffil 
L.J L.. ·~ ' : 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
and as Trustee of the Kari A. Clark Trust 
u/a/ Dated June 21, 2010 
Defendant 
KARI A. CLARK.; a single woman 
individually and as Trustee Kari 























MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman ) 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust,) 




JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the following described twelve and 
739/lOOOs (12.739) acres ofreal property and any appurtenances thereon are hereby awarded to 
Plaintiff/Counter~defendant, Mary E, Pandrea: 




























20 4 O· No 3608 2 
A tract of land situated in the Southeast Quarter (SEI/4) of Section Eleven (11), 
Township Fifty-nine (59) North; Range Two (2) West of the Boise Meridian, Bonnet 
County, Idaho} being a portion of that parcel described in Instrument No. 396781 and a 
p011ion of that parcel described in Instrument No. 226223; more particularly described as 
foJlows: 
Commencmg at a point on the north line of said SEI/4 which is N 89°58'35" E, !92,12 
feet from the northwest corner of the SEI/4; thence) leaving said north line in a 
perpendicular direction S 00°01 '25)' E, 429.57 feet; thence, parallel to the north !me of 
the SEI/4, N 89°58'35" E. 541.07 feet to the southwesterly corner of that parcel 
described in Instrument No.389489 and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; thence, 
along the easterly line of that parcel described in Instrument No. 396781 the following 
Four (4) courses: S 59°40'43" E, 68,17 feet to a 5/8''rebar; thence S 59°39'23" E. 205.36 
feet to a p> diameter pipe; thence S 21°14'18'' E, 244.81 feet; thence S 21°21'34" E, 
223.83 feet to the most northerly comer of that parcel described in Instrument No. 
6965 I 0, which is marked on the ground by a 5/8'' rebar; thence, leaving said easterly line 
and along the northwesterly line of that parcel described in Instrument No. 696510, and 
shown on Amended Record of Survey, Instrument No. 851908, by PLS 5087, S 
33°59'06" W. 256.10 feet to a 5/8" rebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 5087; thence N 
18°17'12" W, 68.13 feet to a 5/8" rebarand plastic cap stamped PLS 5087; thence, along 
the centerline of Tavern Creek the followmg Four (4) courses: S 49°40'51" W, 27.86 
feet; thence S 32°16'50'; W, 27.58 feet; thence S 40°48'08" W, 36.23 feet; thence S 
14°53)30,, W, 11.52 thence perpendicular to the thread of the Pack River S 
07°37'27" W 7.69 feet to the thread of the Pack River as it was found to exist July 9, 
2013; thence, along the thread of the river the following Five (5) courses: N 82°22'33". 
64.83 feet; thence S 85°10'40" W, 82,63 feet; thence S 34°06 114" W, 35.49 feet; thence S 
25°16'47" W, 68.29 feet, thence S 38°02'47" w. 58.15 feet; thence, leaving the thread of 
the river N 27°52'10" W, 524.53 feet to a comer of those parcels described in 
Instruments No. 's 226223, 573372. and 396781, which is marked on the ground by a 5/8" 
rebar; thence, along the line between those parcels described in Instrument No. 's 573372 
and 396781, S 61°57'19)1 W, 407.84 feet to the thread of the Pack River as it was found 
to exist April 22, 2013; thence, along the thread of the river the following Four (4) 
courses: N 11°40'08" W, 121.08 feet; thence N 03°56'40" E, 107.50 feet; thence N 
16°45'12" E, 97.39 feet; thence N 13°48'51" E, 33.70 feet; thence, leaving the thtead of 
the river N 63°18'32" E, 715.77 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING, encompassing an 
area of 12.739 acres. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the following 
described ten and 423/100(10.423) acres ofreal prope1ty and any appurtenances therein 
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A tract of situated in the Southeast Quarter (SEl/4) Eleven 
(11),Township Fifty-nine (59) North. Range Two (2) West of the Meridian, Bonner 
County, Idaho; being a portion of that parcel described in Instrument No. 396781; more 
particularly described as fol.lows: 
Beginning at the northwest corner of said SEI/4, which ts marked on the ground by a 2: 
brass cap stamped PE 3318; thence~ along the north line of the SEl/4, N 89°58'35'' E. 
1003.87 feet to the centerline of a creek; thence, leaving said north line and along said 
centerline the following Three (3) courses: S 53°38;47" W, I03.74 feet; thence S 
29°42'32'' W, 93.41 feet; thence S 46°31 'll" W, 41.15 feet; thence, leavmg said 
centerhne S 00°00'13" 18.02 feet to a 5/8'1 rebar, thence, continuing S 00°00'13" E, 
116. 74 feet to a 5/8n rebar, which marks on the ground the northeast comer of that parcel 
described in Instrument No. 389489; thence along the boundary of that parcel described 
in Instrument No. 389489 the following Two (2) courses: N 81 °41' l 7" W, 122.60 feet to 
the northwest comer thereof; thence S 04°14'29" E, 142. lO feet to the southwesterly 
corner of that parcel described in inst111ment No. 389489; thence S 63°18'32" W, 715.77 
feet to the thread of Pack River as it was found to exist Apnl 22, 2013; thence, along the 
thread of the river the following Five (5) courses: N 13°48'51'' E, 103.04 feet; thence N 
03°30'35'' W, 56.87 feet; thence N 08°08'32" W. 123.52 feet; thence N 21°08'12" W, 
73,68 feet; thence N 41°11 '161' W, 115.48 feet to the intersection with the west line of the 
SEl/4 of Section 11; thence, leaving said thread of the river and along said west line N 
00°55'33" E) 85.02 feet to a 5/8" rebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 7877; thence, 
continuing along west N 00°55'33'' E, L08 feet to the POINT 
BEGINNING, an area of 10.423 acres. 
Together with subject to an easement appurtenant to the land for 
egress through and over parcel awarded to Plaintiff Mary e. Pandrea as the 1:,,1 .. v, ... 1nr 
parcel and estate, legally described above, which easement is described as follows: 
An easement for ingress and egress in the Southeast Qua11er (SEl/4) of Section Eleven 
(11), Township Fifty-nine (59) North. Range Two (2) West of the Boise Meridian, 
Bonner County, Idaho; being the width of the existing road, Ten (I 0) feet wide in most 
areas and Eighteen (18) feet wide at Tavern Creek, the centerline of which being more 
parttcularly described as follows: 
Commencing at a point on the no1th line of said SEI/4 which is N 89°58'35" E, 192.12 
feet from the northwest comer of the SEI/4; thence, leaving said n011h line in a 
perpendicular direction S 00°01 '25" E. 1206.24 feet; thence, parallel to the north line of 
the SEI/4, N 89°58'35" E, 735.50 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence, along the 
centerline of the existing road the foJJowing Eighteen (18) courses: N 53°36'45" W, 
14.68 feet; thence N 51°45'14'' W, 127.78 feet; thence N 11°36'34" W, 60.72 feet; thence 
N 27°17'41'' W, 46.23 feet; thence N 41°06'08" W, 65,01 feet; thence N 37°00;58" W, 
123.36 feet; thence N 48°25 101 '' W, 39.22 feet; thence N 68°04' 12" W, 33.29 feet; thence 




























N 36 8 . 4 
39.41 N W, 91.70 feet; thence S 45°20'45" W, 
S 75°06'38" W, 20.35 thence N 67°44'51" W, 4L20 feet; thence 9'28" W, 
56.10 feet; thence N 21°58'55" W, 65.10 feet; thence N 05°39'16" W, 69.95 feet to the 
termmus of this easement. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the Decree of 





On all persons named as parties to the action, and their legal representatives, who 
have at the time any interest in the property divided, or any part thereof, as 
owners in fee or as tenants for life or for years, or a entitled to the reversion, 
remainder or the inheritance of such property, or any part thereof, after the 
determination of a particu1a1· estate therein, and who by any contingency may be 
entitled to a beneficial interest in the propei-ty, or who have an interest in any 
undivided share thereof, as tenants for years of for life. 
On all persons interested in the property, who may be unknown, to whom notice 
has been given of the action for partition by publication; and 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the two parcels 
of real property created and awarded by this Final Judgment shall be separate legally identifiable 
parcels of real property, as set forth herein, and delineated in the record of survey prepared by 
J.R.S. SURVEYING, INC.1 Revision No. 5, dated January 16, 2014 and attached as ''Exhibit A" 
to this Final Judgment, and to be recorded in the records of Bonner County, Idaho. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That each party shall 
execute and deliver to the other any document reasonably requested by the other to effectuate the 
JUDGMENT Page4 





























Ju d0 • Luste r No. 3608 P 5 
EXHIBIT "A" 
Page5 
2 4 u L 
6 
1 OF SERVICE 
2 
3 hereby certify that on 
I served a true and correct copy of the 
4 foregoing by the method 
below, and addressed to the following: 
i:: .., 
Richard K. Kuck US Mail 
6 RICHARD KUCK, 
__ Overnight Mail 
P.O. Box 1320 Hand Delivered 







Mary US Mail 
12 4687Upper Road __ Ovemight Mail 




















MARYE. PANDREA, a single person, 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust 












KARI A. CLARK, a single perso~ a single ) 
person, individually and as Trustee of the Kari ) 
A. Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable ) 
Trust u/a dated June 21, 2010 and as Trustee of ) 






SECOND ORDER CONDITIONALLY 
DISMISSING APPEAL RE: FINAL 
JUDGMENT 
Supreme Court Docket No. 42333-2014 
Bonner County No. 2011-835 
An ORDER CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING APPEAL FOR A FINAL JUDGMENT 
was entered by this Court July 24, 2014 for the reason the REVISED JUDGMENT AND DECREE 
OF PARTITION filed in the District Court on January 24, 2014, contained a reference to prior 
proceedings and did not begin with the words "JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS .. . . ". 
A JUDGMENT was entered in District Court on August 12, 2014, which began with the words 
"JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS"; however, the Record of Survey attached to the 
Judgment as Exhibit .. A" is illegible. Therefore, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the REVISED JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF 
PARTITION filed in the District Court on August 12, 2014, shall be CONDITIONALLY 
DISMISSED as the Record of Survey attached to the Judgment as Exhibit "A" is illegible. The 
Appellant must obtain a final j udgment from the District Court within fourteen (14) days from the 
date of this Order which corrects the defects in the REVISED JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF 
PARTITION filed in District Court on August 12, 2014, as referenced above. In the event the 
Appellant cannot obtain a final judgment with fourteen (14) days from the date of this Order, 
Appellant shall file a RESPONSE ·with this Court as to why a final judgment was not entered. 




this day of August, 
cc: Mary R Pandrea, prose 
Counsel of Record 
District Court Reporter 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Judge 
For the Supreme Court 

























IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDI(ij~;J,, DISTRICT, 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTVOP.B_ONN~-
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KAR1 A. CLARK, a single woman 
and as Trustee of the Kari A. Clark 
u/a/ Dated June 21, 2010 
Defendant. 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trnstee of the 
Clark Trnst u/a Dated June 21, 
Counterclaimant 
vs. 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman 
) 
) NO. CV-11-835 
) 
) 

















individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust,) 




JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the following described twelve and 
739/lOOOs (12. 739) acres of real prope1ty and any appurtenances thereon are hereby awarded to 
2 5 Plaintiff/Counter-defendant, Mary Pandrea: 
26 
27 



























A tract in Southeast Quarter ( 11 ), 
Township North, Range Two (2) West of the Boise Meridian, Bonner 
County, Idaho, being a portion of that parcel described in Instrument No. 39678 l and a 
portion of that parcel described in Instrument No. 226223; more particularly described as 
follows: 
Commencing at a point on the north iine of said SE i i4 which is N 89°58'35" E, 192.i 2 
feet from the northwest comer of the SEl/4; thence, leaving said north line in a 
perpendicular direction S 00°01 '25" E, 429.57 feet; thence, parallel to the n011h line of 
the SEI/4, N 89°58'35'' E, 541.07 feet to the southwesterly comer of that parcel 
described in Instrument No.389489 and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; thence, 
along the easterly line of that parcel described in Instrument No. 396781 the following 
Four ( 4) courses: S 59°40'43" E, 68. l 7 feet to a 5/8"rebar; thence S 59°39'23" E, 205.36 
feet to a 1" diameter pipe; thence S 21°14'18" E, 244.81 feet; thence S 21°21'34" E, 
223.83 feet to the most northerly corner of that parcel described in Instrument No. 
696510, which is marked on the ground by a 5/8" rebar; thence, leaving said easterly line 
and along the northwesterly line of that parcel described in Instrument No. 696510, and 
shown on Amended Record of Survey, Instrument No. 851908, by PLS 5087, S 
33°59'06H W, 256.10 feet to a 5/8" rebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 5087; thence N 
18°17' 12" W, 68.13 feet to a 5/8" rebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 5087; thence, along 
the centerline of Tavern Creek the following Four (4) courses: S 49°40'51" W, 27.86 
feet; thence S 32°16'50" W, 27.58 feet; thence S 40°48'08" W, 36.23 feet; thence S 
14°53 '30" W, l l .52 thence perpendicular to the thread of the Pack River S 
07°37'27" W 7.69 feet to thread of the Pack River as it was found to exist July 9, 
2013; thence, along the thread the river the following Five (5) courses: N 82°22'33", 
64.83 feet; thence S 85°10'40" W, 82.63 feet; thence S 34°06'14" W, 35.49 feet; thence S 
is0 16'47" W, 68.29 feet, thence S 38°02'47" W, 58J 5 feet; thence, leaving the thread of 
i~e river N 27°52' 10" W, 524.53 feet to a comer of those parcels described in 
Instruments No.'s 226223, and 396781 which is marked on the ground by a 5/8" 
rebar; thence, along the line between those parcels described in Instrument No. 's 573372 
and 396781, S 61°57'19" W, 407.84 feet to the thread of the Pack River as it was found 
to exist April 22, 2013; thence, along the thread of the river the following Four (4) 
courses: N 11 °40'08" W, 121.08 feet; thence N 03°56'40" E, 107.50 feet; thence N 
16°45'12)> E, 97.39 feet; thence N 13°48'51" E, 33.70 feet; thence, leaving the thread of 
the river N 63°18'32" E, 715.77 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING, encompassing an 
area of 12.739 acres. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the following 
described ten and 423/100(10.423) acres ofreal propetty and any appurtenances therein 
are hereby awarded to Defendant/Counter-claimant, Kari A. Clark: 



























tract land situated the Southeast Quarter (SE of Eleven 
]),Township Fifty-nine (59) Nmth, Range (2) West of the Boise Meridian, Bonner 
County, Idaho; being a portion of that parcel described in Instrument No. 396781; more 
particularly described as follows: 
Beginning at the northwest corner of said SEl/4, which is marked on the ground by a 2: 
brass cap stamped PE 3318; thence, along the north line of the SE1/4, N 89°58'35" E, 
1003.87 feet to the centerline of a creek; thence, leaving said north line and along said 
centerline the following Three (3) courses: S 53°38'47" W, 103.74 feet; thence S 
29°42'32" W, 93.41 feet; thence S 46°31'11" W, 41.15 feet; thence, leaving said 
centerline S 00°00'13" E, 18.02 feet to a 5/8" rebar, thence, continuing S 00°00'13" E, 
116. 7 4 feet to a 5/8" re bar, which marks on the ground the northeast corner of that parcel 
described in Instrument No. 389489; thence along the boundary of that parcel described 
in Instrument No. 389489 the following Two (2) courses: N 81 °41' 1 T' W, 122.60 feet to 
the northwest corner thereof; thence S 04° 14 '29" E, 142.10 feet to the southwesterly 
corner of that parcel described in instrument No. 389489; thence S 63°18'32" W, 715.77 
feet to the thread of Pack River as it was found to exist April 22, 2013; thence, along the 
thread of the river the following Five (5) courses: N 13°48'51" E, 103.04 feet; thence N 
03°30'35" W, 56.87 feet; thence N 08°08'32" W, 123.52 feet; thence N 21°08' 12" W, 
73 .68 feet; thence N 41 °1 l '16" W, 115.48 feet to the intersection with the west line of the 
SEI/4 of Section 11; thence, leaving said thread of the river and along said west line N 
00°55'33" E, 85.02 feet to a 5/8" rebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 7877; thence, 
continuing along said west line N 00°55'33" E, 231.08 feet to the POINT OF 
BEGINNING, encompassing an area of 10.423 acres. 
Together with and subject to an easement appurtenant to the land for ingress and 
egress through and over the parcel awarded to P1aintiff Mary e. Pandrea as the servient 
parcel and estate, legally described above, which easement is described as follows: 
An easement for ingress and egress in the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of Section Eleven 
(11), Township Fifty~nine {59) North, Range Two (2) West of the Boise Meridian, 
Bonner County, Idaho, being the width of the existing road, Ten (10) feet wide in most 
areas and Eighteen (18) feet wide at Tavern Creek, the centerline of which being more 
particularly described as follows: 
Commencing at a point on the north line of said SEl/4 which is N 89°58'35" E, 192.12 
feet from the northwest corner of the SE 1/4; thence, leaving said north iine in a 
perpendicular direction S 00°0 i '25" E, 1206.24 feet; thence, parallel to the north line of 
the SEl/4, N 89°58'35" E, 735.50 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence, along the 
centerline of the existing road the following Eighteen (18) courses: N 53°36'45" W, 
14.68 feet; thence N 51°45'14" W, 127.78 feet; thence N 11°36'34" W, 60.72 feet; thence 
N 27°17'41" W, 46.23 feet; thence N 41°06'08" W, 65.0l feet; thence N 37°00'58" W, 
123.36 feet; thence N 48°25'01" W, 39.22 feet; thence N 68°04'12" Vv, 33.29 feet; thence 


























terminus of this easement. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the Decree of 





On an persons named as parties to the action, and their legal representatives, who 
have at the time any interest in the property divided, or any part thereof, as 
owners in fee or as tenants for Jife or for years, or a entitled to the reversion, 
remainder or the inheritance of such property, or any part thereof, after the 
determination of a particular estate therein, and who by any contingency may be 
entit]ed to a beneficial interest in the property, or who have an interest in any 
undivided share thereof, as tenants for years of for lifa 
On persons interested in the property, who may unknown, to whom notice 
has given of the action for paliition by publication; and 
or 
FURTHER ENTERED 




J.R.S. SURVEYING, Revision No. 5, dated January 16, 2014 and attached as "Exhibit A" 
to this Final Judgment; and to be recorded in the records of Bonner County, Idaho. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: 
partition of property ordered in this Final Judgment of partition. 
th 
DATED this day of S epf ~bee , 2014. 
~~wLof~ 
The Honorable John Luster 
Sr. District Judge 
JUDGMENT 
each party shall 



































CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the/ i~ay 14, I served a tme and correct copy of the 
foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Richard K. Kuck 
RICHARD K. KUCK, P.C. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
Coeur d 'A]ene, ID 838 I 6-1320 
(208) 667-3379 
Mary E. Pandrea 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
ANN-DUTSON-SATER 













e- ':\- f~O 
Mary E. Pandrea 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
(208)263-5494 
Appellant, Pro Se 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
~·-~J: C f 
,::,\!> i t.J.~LS 
MARY E. PANDREA, a single person, 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust 
u/a dated April 9,2002 
) Supreme Court Docket No. 42333-2014 
) Bonner County No. 201 1-835 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant,,Appellant, 
V. 
KARI A. CL~ a single person, 
individuaHy and as Trustee of the Kari A. 




) RESPONSE TO SECOND ORDER 
) CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING 









Mary E. Pandre~ Appellant. does hereby respond to the request of this Court to provide a 
corrected REVISED FINAL JUDGME1'i1T AND DECREE OF PARTITION with a legible Record of 
Survey attached as Ex.lubit "A" to the judgment. The survey map enclosed as exhibit "A" is attached in 
the accompanying envelope to the judgment per in..'<tructions from the Clerk of the Court. 
flltt Respectfully Submitted this _/.lL day of September, 2014 
Mary E. P; Appellant 
4687 U 4 Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
(208) 263-5494 
RESPONSE TO SECOND ORDER CONDIDONALLY DISMISSING APPEAL RE; FINAL JUOOM , 
095 :{ 
..v/ 
I hfnby ~ 1hlt on 1m .JJL day of Sqtember, 2014, I~ a 1mc ~ 
by the met.bod indkated below. anr1 adlnlled ma followq: 
Richard K.. Kuck 
RICHARD K.. KUC~ P.C. 
P.O. Bax 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
Coeur d• Alcme, ID IJil&,1320 
(208) 667-3379 
_ Overn.ight Mai! 
Facsimile 
Mary 
4687 Upper Pack River 




























4 iO· 3AM e 
rN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FI!l!~~nJmA~~~ 
OF nm ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR IBE c~pF BONNER 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single woman, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
KAR.I A. CLARK, a single woman 
and as Trustee of the Kari A. Clark Trust 
u/a/DatedJune21. 2010 
Defendant 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A 























MARYE. PANDREA. a single woman ) 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark and Mary E. Pandtea Revocable Trust.) 




JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the following described twelve and 
739/lOOOs (12.739) acres of real property and any appurtenances thereon are hereby awarded to 



























A tract Southeast Quarter ( l 
Township Fifty-nine (59) North, Range Two (2) West of Boise Meridian, Bonner 
County, Idaho, being a portion of that parcel described in Instrument No. 396781 and a 
portion of that parcel described in Instrument No. 226223; more particularly described as 
follows: 
Commencing at a point on the north line of said SEl/4 which is N 89°58'35" E, 192J2 
feet from the northwest comer of the SEl/4; thence, leaving said. north line in a 
perpendicular direction S 00001 '25'' E, 429.57 feet; thence. parallel to the north hne of 
the SEI/4, N 8~8'35" E. 54t07 feet to the southwesterly comer of that parcel 
described in Instrument No.389489 and the TRUE POINT OF BEGlNNING; thence, 
along the easterly line of that parcel described in Instrument No. 396781 the following 
Four (4) courses: S 591140'43" E, 68. l 7 feet to a 5/8'~bar; thence S 59°39'23 .. E, 205.36 
feet to a 1° diameter pipe; thence S 21°14"18'' E. 244.81 feet; thence S 21°21 '34" E. 
223.83 feet to the most northerly comer of that parcel described in Instrument No. 
696510, which is marked on the ground by a 5/8" rebar; thence. leaving said easterly line 
and along the northwesterly line of that parcel described in Instrument No. 696SlO. and 
shown on Amended Record of Survey. Instrument No. 8Sl908, by PLS 5087, S 
33°59'06" W, 256.10 feet to a S/8" rebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 5087; thence N 
18°17' 12" W, 68.13 feet to a 518" rebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 5087; thence, along 
the centerline of Tavern Creek the following Foor (4) courses: S 49"40'51" W, 27.86 
feet; thence S 32°I6'S0'1 27,58 feet; S 4<1'48'08" w. 36.23 feet; thence S 
W, 11 perpendicular to the Pack River S 
07°37'27'' W 7.69 feet to the thread oft.he Pack River as it was found to exist 91 
2013; thence, along the thread river the following Five courses: N 82°22'33''. 
64.83 feet; thence S 8S0 10•40" W. 82.63 feet; thence S 34°06' W, 35.49 feet; thence S 
25°16'41 .. Wi 68.29 feet, thence S 38°02'47" W, S8.15 feet; thence. leaving the thread of 
the river N 27°S2 1 l0" W. S24.53 feet to a comer of those parcels described in 
Instruments No, 's 226223$ and 396781. which is marked on the ground by a S/8'' 
rebar; thence. along the line between those parcels described Irum:ument No. ·s 573372 
and 396781, S 6l°57'19n W, 407.84 feet to the thread of the Pack River as it was found 
to exist April 22. 2013; thence. along the thread of the river the following Four (4) 
courses: N I 1"40'08" W, 121.08 feet; thence N 03°56'40" E, I07.50 feet; thence N 
16°4S'l2'" E. 97.39 feet; thence N 13°48'5P' E, 33.70 feet; thence. leaving the thread of 
the .river N 63°18'32" E. 715.77 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING, encompassing an 
area of 12.739 acres. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOW,~: That the following 
described ten and 423/100(10.423) acres ofreal property and any 1ppi.utenances therein 































2 4 10. 3AM e 
A tract land the Southeast Quarter of Section Eleven 
(11),Township Fifty-nine (59) North. Range Two (2) West of the Boise Meridian, Bonner 
County, Idaho; being a portion of that parcel described in Instrument No, 396781; more 
particularly described as follows: 
Beginning at the northwest comer of said SEI/4. which is marked on the ground by a 2: 
brass cap stamped PE 3318; thence, along the north line of the SEl/4, N 89°58'35'' E. 
1003.87 feet to the centerline of a creek; thence> leaving said north line and along said 
centerline the following Three (3) courses: S 53°38'47" W, !03.74 feet; thence S 
29°42,32" w. 93.41 feet; thence S 46°31 'll" W. 41.15 feet; thence, leaving said 
centerline S 00000'13" E, 18.02 feet to a 5/8'' rebar, thence, continuing S 00000'13" E, 
116.74 feet to a 518'' rebar, which marks on the ground the northeast comer of that parcel 
de.scribed in Instrument No. 389489; thence along the boundary of that parcel described 
in Instrument No. 389489 the following Two (2) courses: N 8 l 041' 17,, W, 122.60 feet to 
the northwest comer chereof; thence S 04°14'29" E. 142. IO feet to the southwesterly 
comer of that parcel described in instt'Wllellt No. 389489; thence S 63°18'32" W, 715.77 
feet to the thread of Pack River as it was found to exist Aprd 22, 2013; thence~ along the 
thread of the river the following Five (5) courses: N 13°48'51'' E, 103.04 feet; thence N 
03°30'35" w. 56.87 feet; thence N 08°08'32" w. 123.S2 feet; thence N 21°08'12" W, 
73.68 feet; thence N 41°11 '16" W, 115.48 feet to the intersection with the west line of the 
SEl/4 of Section i i; thence, leaving said thread of the river and along said west line N 
00°55'33" E, 8S,02 feet to a SIS" tebar and plastic cap stamped PLS 7817; thence. 
continuing along said west line N 00055'33" E. 23 LOS to the POINT OF 
BEGINNING~ encompassing an area of I0.423 acres. 
Together with and subject to an easement appurtenant to the land for ingress and 
egress through and over the parcel awarded to Plaintiff Mary e. Pandrea as the servicnt 
parcel and estate, legally described above, which easement is descn'bed as follows: 
An easement for ingl'ess and egress in the Southeast Quarter {SEl/4) of Section Eleven 
(11), Townsmp Fifty-nine (59) North. Range Two (2) West of the Boise Meridian, 
Bonner County, Idaho, being the width of the existing road, Ten (IO) feet wide in most 
areas and Eighteen (18) feet wide at Tavern Creek. the centerline of which being more 
particularly described as follows: 
Commencing at a point on the north line of said SEI/4 which is N 35r5gs35" Ei 192, 12 
feet ftom the northwest comer of the SEIi,; thence, leaving said north line in a 
perpendicular direetion S 00-01 ,25n E, 1206.24 feet thence. parallel to the north line of 
the SEl/4, N 89°58'35" E, 735,50 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence,, along the 
centerline of the existing road the following Eighteen (18) courses: N 53°36'45" W, 
14.68 feet; thence N 51°45'14"' W, 127.78 feet; thence N 11°36'34" W. 60.72 feet; thence 
N 27°17'41" W, 46.23 feet; thence N 41°06'08" W, 65,01 feet; ttience N J7°00•ss>• W, 
123.36 feet; then.cc N 48°2St0P' W, 39.22 feet; thence N 68°04'12'f W. 33.29 feet; dlence 





























39.4I feet; thence N 80035'06" W~ 9L70 feet; thence S 45°20'45" W, 62,42 feet; thence 
S 75°06'38n W, 20.35 feet; thence N 67°44'51" W. 4I.20 feet; thence N 45°19'28" W. 
56.lO feet; thence N 21°58"5S., W, 65.10 feet; thence N 05°39'16" W. 69.95 feet to the 
terminus of this easement. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the Decree of 





On all persons named as parties to the action, and their legal representatives, who 
have at the time any interest in the property divided, or any part thereof. as 
owners in fee or as tenants for life or for years, or a entitled to the reversion, 
remainder or the inheritance of such property. or any part thereof, after the 
determination of a particular estate therein, and who by any contingency may be 
entitled to a beneficial interest in the property. or who have an interest in any 
undivided share thereof. as tenants for years of for lire. 
On all persons interested in the property, who may be unknown, to whom notice 
has been given of the action for partition by publication; and 
On aJl persons claiming :from such parties or either of them. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That the two parcels 
of real property created and awarded by this Final Judgment shall be separate 1egally identifiable 
parcels of real property. as set forth herein, and delineated in the record of survey prepared by 
J.R.S. SURVEYING. INC., Revision No. 5, dated January 16, 20I4 and attached as "Exhibit A" 
to this Final Judgment., and to be recorded in the records of Bonner County, Idaho. 
JUDGMENT IS FURTHER ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: That each party shall 
execute and deliver to the other any dooument reasonably requested by the other '<? effectuate the 
partition of property ordered in this 
.11-rt-
DATIID this 1£.. day of ..--, ... ,"'"' 
JUDGMENT 
Honorable John P. Luster 





























20 14 10 :14AM g. 12. 
JUDGMENT 
EXHIBIT "A" 







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 
3 I hereby certify that on the /!I... day of C.. (tu. 9 2014, I served a true and correct copy of the 
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Richard K. Kook 
RICHARD K. KU~ P.C. 
P.O. Box 1320 
408 Sherman Ave., Ste. 205 
C-oeurd'Alene, ID 83816-I326 
(208) 667-3379 
Mary E. Pmdrea 
4687 Upper Pack River Road 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
ANN-DUTSON.SATER 













In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
MARY E. PANDREA, a single person, 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust 












Denu i v 
ORDER.TO REINSTATE APPELLATE 
PROCEEDINGS 
KARl A. CLARK, a single person, a single ) 
person, individually and as Trustee of the Kari ) 
A. Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable ) 
Trust u/a dated June 21 , 2010 and as Trustee of ) 
the Kari A. Clark Trust u/a dated Jun 21, 2010, ) 
Supreme Court Docket No. 42333-2014 







1. On August 29, 2014, this Court issued a SECOND ORDER CONDITIONALLY 
DISMISSING APPEAL RE: FINAL JUDGMENT as the Record of Survey attached to 
the Judgment as Exhibit "A" was illegible; however, Appellant Mary E. Pandrea was 
allowed time in which to obtain a final judgment which corrected the defects in the 
Revised Judgment and Decree of Partition previously filed in the district court on 
August 12, 2014. 
2. A RESPONSE TO THE SECOND ORDER CONDITIONALLY DISMISSING 
APPEAL RE: FINAL JUDGMENT with Exhibit "A" attached was filed by Appellant 
Macy E. Pandrea on September 15, 2014. 
3. On September J 7, 2014, this Court received a certified copy of an AMENDED 
JUDGMENT with Exhibit "A" attached and file stamped in the district court on 
September 11, 2014. A more legible copy of Exhibit "A" was attached to this 
Amended Judgment. 
Therefore, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the Exhibit "A" attached to the AMENDED JUDGMENT 
shall be placed inside an envelope as an Exhibit to this Record on Appeal. Furthermore, this 
appeal shall be REINSTATED and the due date for the filing of the Clerk's Record and Reporter's 
Transcript shall remain as previously set for December 3, 2014. 










DATED this 1 day of October. 2014. 
cc: Mary E. Pandrea, prose 
Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Court Reporter Valerie Ntmemacher 
Court Reporter Keri V eare 
By Order of the Supreme Court 
ORDER TO REINSTATE APPELLATE PROCEEDINGS - Docket No. 42333-2014 
TO: Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
451 West State Street 
Boise, Idaho 83720 
Julie K* Foland 
Offici_aJ_ Court Reporter - ID CSR No. 639 
324:West Garden Averiuf • RO. Box 9000 
.Idaho ~38 16-9000 
Phone: (208)H6:) 130 
Email : jfoland-@kcgov.us 
DOCKET NO. 42333 




( KARI A. CLARK 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on September 29, 2014, I lodged a transcript 
of 295 pages in length, including the June 12 & 13, 2012, Court Trial, in the 
above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of the County of Bonner 
in the First Judicial District. 
~~ 
Jl!JUEK.FOLAND 
September 29, 2014 
0!164 
of the Courts 
Idaho Court Bui 
.0. Box 83720 
Boise Idaho 20-0101 
Fax 208-334-2210 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single 
woman, individual and as 




and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable) 





) DOCKET NO. 42333 
) 
KARI A. CLARK, a single woman) 
and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark Trust u/a dated June 21,) 
2010, ) 
cu l \- O<t'?>:> 
) ~~to.>-¥-
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby that on October 27th, 2014, I 
lodged an or transcript entitled "Motion to fy 
Survey" dated January 14, 2013; "Order Denying Plaintiff's 
Re-Filed Motion to Reconsider" dated October 18, 2013; and 
"Entry of Judgment" dated January 17, 2014, totaling 155 
pages, and three copies, for the above-referenced appeal 
with the District Court Clerk of the County of Bonner the 
First Judicial District, Bonner County Case No. CV-2011-835. 
Reporter, 
dated October 27th, 201 . 
Keri Veare, Idaho CSR 675 
Court Reporter to Judge Christensen 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur d' , Idaho 83816 
I N V O I C E 
#KV 011413 
27th, 2014 
*** BOND HAS BEEN POSTED - PLEASE RELEASE** 
To: Bonner County, Sandpoint, Idaho 
Attn: l k 
Case: MARYE. PANDREA versus KARI A. CLARK 
Re: 
For: 
on to Clarify Survey ld 
Denying Plaintiff's Re-
Reconsider held October 18, 2013; 
Judgment held January 14, 2014 
r's Transcript of Proceedi 
Docket No. 42333 
NUMBER OF PAGES AMOUNT PER PAGE 
155 $3.25 
**Bond pos $516.75 -- refund 











. Box 83720 
-0 01 
MARYE. PANDREA, a single ) 
person, individually and as ) 
Trustee of the Kari A. Clark ) 
and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable) 





KARI A. CLARK, a single ) 
person, individually and as ) 
Trustee of Kari A. Clark ) 
and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable) 
Trust u/a dated June 21, 2010) 
and as Trustee of the Kari A. ) 
Clark tu/a dated June 21,) 
2010, ) 
De llant. 





NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is g that on 30, 2014, I 
lodged an transcript, totaling 77 pages, and 
three copies of the following hearing ( s): 
Motion to Reconsider don June 26, 2013, for the 
above-referenced appeal with the District Court erk of 
the County of Bonner in the First Judicial District. 
Valerie Nunemacher, CSR, CCR, RPR 
To 
r • t::t 1 ~ t,ne,r [ ,{)"UJ- z t·i. 1 
; & \.,i~ l h.::i . ; p I 
Item Description 
Appeal Transcript 0+3 Pandrea vs. Clark 
;-; ,...., : ! : 
,.._., v· .. : 
' ; . ·..., 'J 
r . ! ;::- · , 
·....,· ._. ._ . 
copies Bonner Case No. 20i 1-835 
Docket 42333-2014 
* * Please release bond in the above amount.*"* 
;_; .;' 
~ ~ j l 
0 ~68 
Valerie Nunemacher 
Court Reporter for Judge Lansing Haynes 
P.O Box 9000 




October 31, 2014 
Due on Receipt 
October 31, 2014 
Qty Rate Amount 
7700 3.25 250.25 
Sub Total 250.25 
Total $250.25 





























SUPREME COURT NO. 42333-2014 
BONNER COUNTY CASE CV2011-0835 
V. CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
KENNETH BARRETT and 
DEA:N'NA L. BARRETT 
Defendant I Respondent. 
I, R. Ann Dutson-Sater, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Bonner, do hereby certify that the following is 
offered as the Clerk's exhibit on appeal: 
Defendant/ Counterdaimant' s Requests for Admissions, Answers 
to Interrogatories, and Production of documents to Plaintiff/Counter 
Defendant Mary E. Pandrea, Set One -filed November 14, 2011 
Affidavit of Shirley Bade in Support of Defendant/ Counterclaimant' s 
Motion to Continue Trial - filed April 11, 2012 
Plaintiff's Post-Trial Brief - filed July 18, 2012 
Defendant's Post-Trial Brief and Closing Argument-filed July 19, 2012 
Affidavit of Marye. Pandrea in Support of Plaintiff's Proposed Judgment 
- filed January 10, 2013 
Plaintiff Mary Pandrea' s Objection to Ruling Based on Clouded Title 
and Defendant's Failure to Provide a True and Accurate Accounting 
-filed March 5, 2013 
Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration of Trial 
Decision (Without Argument) - filed March 6, 2013 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 1 
0970 
MARY E. P ANDREA, a single person, 
individually and as Trustee of the Kari A. 
Clark and Mary E. Pandrea Revocable Trust 
u/a dated April 9, 2002, 
" V • 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-Appellant, 
KENNETH J. BARRETT and DEA:N'NA L. 
















ORDER GRJ\NTING 1',10TION TO 
AUGMENT 
Supreme Court Docket No. 42333-2014 
Bonner County No. 2011-835 
A MOTION TO AUGMENT was filed by Appellant on July 30, 2015. Therefore, good 
cause appeanng, 
It HEREBY IS ORDERED that Appellant's MOTION TO AUGMENT be, and hereby is, 
GRANTED and the augmentation record shall include the items listed below, copies of which 
accompanied this Motion, as EXHIBITS: 
1. Trial Exhibit 35 - Warranty Deed - Bank of Idaho to Pandrea (Instrument #226223); 
and 
2. Trial Exhibit 36 Warranty Deed - First Interstate Bank to Clark (Instrument #396781) 
DATED this--'-_of August, 2015. 
For the Supreme Court 
Jr tft? C/J/1 1-<rr------
Stephen W. Kenyon, ch(rk 
cc: Mary se appellant 
Kenneth and Deanna Barrett, pro se respondents 
TO AUGMENT- 42333-2014 
Suooort Plaintiff's Motion ,. ,. 
Decision (Without Argument) - filed April 2013 
to 
Pandrea' s Proposed Judgment 
21,2014 
Decree of Partition (1) & (2) 
Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Motion to Disallow and 
Costs to Pandrea - filed March 7, 2014 
Plaintiff's Reply to Defendants Response to Plaintiff's Motion for 
Final Judgment and Decree of Partition 
not on Record Included Clark's Supporting 
2014 
from Marye. Pandrea to the Honorable John 
May 9, 2014 - May 9, 2014 
WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my 
Court this ~ day December, 2014. 
and affixed the seal of the 
2 
R. ANN DUTSON-SATER 











SANDPOINT, ID 83864 
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